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VOL. XXXV., No. 49. 
The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


LONDON, OCTOBER 3, 1891. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mx. Justice Jeune sat on Wednesday for the first time in 
Queen’s Bench Court No. 5. The absence of a library in this 
court proved a serious inconvenience, as his lordship had occa- 
sion several times to send out for reports which would have been 
easily accessible in any of the courts possessing a library con- 
taining the chancery and common law reports. 





WE RreGRET to learn that the Mr. Corron who was injured 
in the railway accident in Spain, and is stated to have subse- 
quently died of his injuries, is Mr. Writ14Mm Corrox, solicitor, 
of the well-known firm of Messrs. Coopz, Kryapon, & CoTron, 
of 34, Bedford-row. 





Tue ErFFecT of the judge’s decision in Re Dell (which we 
report elsewhere) appears to be that the Lunacy Commissioners 
are bound to furnish information as to the detention of insane 
persons, and to furnish copies of documents to any person who 
makes an apparently bond fide application. If this practice be 
established, we cannot help thinking that a door will be opened 
for making a great many troublesome applications to the com- 
missioners. The commissioners are allowed a considerable 
discretion by the Lunacy Act. Thus, “any person” (Lunacy 
Act, 1890, s. 49) may apply to have patients detained in any 
institution for lunatics examined by two medical practitioners. 
This is inserted as a safeguard —e illegal detention. But 
it will be observed that the applicant must “‘ satisfy the com- 
missioners ” that the case is a proper one for them to make the 
order. If they refuse, we presume proceedings by way of 
mandamus against the commissioners could be commenced : ih: 
the majority of — with small chance of success. 
The application on Wednesday was, in effect, an attempt to 

the — Court a court of appeal against the decisions of 
the Lunacy Commissioners. 





WE POINTED our some time ago an error that many, probably 
most, of our readers have fallen into—namely, the omission of the 
maintenance clauses in reliance on the provisions of the Convey= 
ancing Act, 1881, in cases where that Ket does not apply. This 
error was doubtless incurred by not reading the Act with suffi- 
cient attention, but it was so common that it may, perhaps, be 
considered excusable. We may now point out a blunder 
in the construction of the Settled Land Act, 1882, which is, in 
our opinion, without any excuse. A. by his will charges his 
land with his debts, and devises his land so charged in strict 
settlement, and appoints B. his executor. A luckless purchaser 
actually took a conveyance of the fee from the tenant for life 
on a sale by him under the Settled Land Act, 1882, containing a 
recital ‘‘ that, by virtue of the charge of debts, the executors 
were trustees with power of sale within the meaning of the Act 
of 1882.’’ The error is at least twofold. First, the power of 
sale that the executors take by virtue of the charge of debts is 
paramount to the settlement. No consent of the tenant for life 
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is necessary to its exercise. Secondly, the definition of trustees 
of the settlement for pupons of the Act includes ‘trustees 
with power of sale of settled land.” This must mean trustees 
with a general power of sale, as distinguished from a power to 


sell for a specified purpose. 





Ir wi be seen from the report of the Council of the Bristol 
Incorporated Law Society, which we print elsewhere, that a 
correspondence has taken place between the council of that 
society and the Council of the Incorporated Law Society on the 
disproportionate representation of the provincial solicitors on the 
latter council. It is pointed out that last year the Incorporated 
Law Society had 3,020 town members and 3,330 country mem- 
bers, while of the 40 ordinary members of the council 29 were 
town members and only 11 represented provincial societies; and 
it is suggested that the council should be increased to its full 
authorized number of 50, and the additional members should be 
assigned to important centres of population not at present repre- 
sented by ordinary members. Th 
enough in theory, but we think it questionable whether in prac- 
tice the alteration would be found advantageous. A glance at 
the list of attendances of the council which are recently pub- 
lished (ante, p. 576) will shew how seldom even the most zealous 
and public-spirited of the ordinary country members are able to 
attend. Mr. Morrett, indeed, accomplished 10 attendances at 
meetings of the council, and 31 attendances at meetings of 
committees; Mr. Exrterr attended 16 meetings of the council 
and 10 meetings of committees ; and Mr. Wine was present at 
13 meetings of the council and 12 meetings of committees, but 
none of the other 11 ordinary members reached 20 aggregate 
attendances, and of the extraordinary members several appear 
with no attendances attached to their names. We do not mention 
this in the way of blame; it is, of course, impossible for solicitors 
practising in towns far distant: from London to desert their 
offices for the large number of days in the year which would be 
necessary in order to make up anything like an average town 
attendance, and no one can expect them todoso. But these 
results do not seem to encourage the extension of the number 
of occasional visitants. Would not the result be still further 
to reduce the existing low average of attendances by country 
members? If 10 more were added, the existing 11 would natu- 
rally consider that there was all the less need for their attend- 
ance. We believe that the presence in the council of the 
ordinary provincial members has been of the highest value in 
keeping the council informed of the opinion of country solici- 
tors on the matters coming up for discussion ; but, as regards 
the ordinary work of the council, the majority of these members 
would no doubt be the first to admit that it has been impos- 
sible for them to take any considerable share. The question is 
whether 11 ordinary members chosen from different parts of 
the country, and all men of eminence in their different localities, 
are not sufficient for the valuable purpose of explaining the 
views of the country members of the society? We put aside 
altogether any suggestion that the council, as at present com- 
posed, are indisposed to attend to the interests of country 
solicitors, and that additional country members are necessary for 
the purpose of enforcing attention to. those interests. We 
believe that Mr. Penntveron’s statement at Plymouth, that 
“the council always gave most careful consideration to all sub- 

. jects brought to their notice by the country law societies, and, 
as a rule, never took action in any matter affecting the general 
interests of the society without consulting their country brethren, 
of whose influence they were fully conscious,” is strictly accu- 
rate, and that at no period of the history of the council was 
more anxious attention paid to the wants and wishes of country 
solicitors than at the present time. It seems, therefore, that 
this is hardly an appropriate time for urging a larger represen- 
tation of that body on the council. 





We onpersranp that Mr. G. Prrr-Lewis, Q.0., M.P., has 
drafted a Bill to establish a system of district courts, in accordance 
with the views expressed by him in his recent letters in the Zimes. 
Briefly stated, his proposal is that all existing county court 
circuits should become districts of the High Court, but that the 


e suggestion is reasonable | P 





circuits should be ultimately reduced to, say, forty-five. No 
judge is to be allowed to serve more than, say, five years in the 
same district, but, by way of compensation to the j for the 
inconvenience of removal, their ies are to be increased by 
£1,000 a year, and after three ’ service they are to be 
eligible for the High Court. Each of them is to be provided 
with a clerk. The district courts are to have unlimited juris- 
diction, subject to a power of removal by the High Court, which 
may direct a trial in a division of the High Court, either at 
assizes or elsewhere. Various changes are proposed in county 
court practice, we presume chiefly by way of reducing the 
volume of the smaller work of those courts. Thus, it is pro- 
posed that all debts under 40s. shall be extinguished after 
twelve months ; that costs, where the damages are only £5, 
shall be limited to the amount of , and no costs shall 
be allowed where the plaintiff recovers 40s. only, subject in 
both cases to a power to order costs, to be exercised where a 
real right is in question. It is also proposed to substitute a 
uniform fee on originating process in place of the — 
ayable at present, and to extend and make compulsory the 
jurisdiction of the registrars to try disputed cases from 
£2 to £5, subject to a summary appeal to the judge, and 
to extend the registrars’ jurisdiction to torts. The right to 
demand a jury is proposed to be raised from disputes amount- 
ing to £5 to those involving £10 or more, and the party 
demanding a jury is to be enabled to select any number 
between five and twelve; and it is proposed to be provided 
that a special day—once at least in every quarter—shall be set 
apart exclusively for jury cases. Assessors in mercantile, 
nautical, or scientific cases are also to be provided for. It is 
proposed to provide for the continuance of assizes on fixed dates 
named beforehand, apparently at a limited number of places, 
one or more of the district judges attending, and (subject to 
specified limitations) assisting in despatching the business of the 
assizes. This is rather “‘a large order” in the way of le - 
tion, and when it sees the light in the shape of a Bill introduced 
into Parliament, we shall have to point out a good many diffi- 
culties. But its author claims for the scheme that it carries 
into effect the recommendations made by the majority of the 
Judicature Commission of 1872 in favour of a system of dis- 
trict courts, “probably without any, and certainly without 
much, permanent expense to the country.” He considers that 
the number of Queen’s Bench judges may be decreased by six, 
and that ten county court judges may be ultimately dispensed 
with, and that in this way the £45,000 required for additional 
salaries of the district judges will be provided. 





A curious Pornt as to the compensation which can be claimed 
by the lord of a manor when copyhold lands are taken by the 
romoters of an undertaking under the provisions of the Lands 
uses Consolidation Act, 1845, was determined in Lowther v. 
Caledonian Railway Co. (ante, p. 665). By section 95 a convey- 
ance to the promoters is to be entered on the rolls of the manor, 
and, when inrolled, is to have the same effect as if the lands 
had been of freehold tenure, save that, till enfranchised, they 
are to continue “subject to the same fines, heriots, and services 
as were theretofore payable and of right accustomed.”’ Section 
96 requires the promoters, subsequently to the inrolment, to pro- 
cure the lands to be enfranchised upon payment of compensa- 
tion to the lord of the manor, and, in estimating this, allowance 
is to be made for ‘‘the loss in respect of the fines, heriots, and 
other services payable on death, descent, or alienation ”’ caused 
by the vesting of the copyhold lands in the promoters, or by 
their enfranchisement. And section 97 directs the lord on his 
part to enfranchise on payment of the compensation. In the 
resent case the defendant company in 1873 took possession of 
cok which were copyhold, partly of the manor ot West Linton, 
and partly of the manor of Stainton, and erected thereon cot- 
tages and constructed a reservoir and other works for the pur- 
poses of their undertaking. Oonveyances of the land were 
executed in-1875 and were inrolled on the court-rolls of the 
manor, but no steps were taken by the company to enfranchise 
the land. In the manor of Stainton the fines are fixed, but in 
the manor of West Linton an arbitrary fine of two years’ im- 
proved value is payable on the death either of lord or tenant, 
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and a fine of three years’ improved value dn alienation. In 
1887 the lord of the manor required the company to enfranchise 
the lands and to pay him compensation, and the question arose 
whether this ought to be assessed on the basis of the value of 
the land at the time when the company took possession, or on 
the improved value occasioned by the works subsequently exe- 
cuted by them. As a matter of fact two lords of the manor had 
died during the time of the possession by the company, and the 
fines thus payable would, of course, be calculated on the actual 
improyed value of the land. Hence it was evident that by the 
enfranchisement the lord was losing the prospect of future fines 
of a similar amount. It would seem, then, from the words of 
section 96, that the compensation was to he assessed on the same 
basis, that is, on the improved value given to the land by the 
company, and so accordingly Srrruine, J., decided. 





THe pectston or the Court of Appeal in Michell v. Michell 
(39 W. R. 680) shews how limited is the power of the court to 
direct a settlement on the husband of property of the wife under 
section 3 of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1884 (47 & 48 Vict. c. 
68). By section 45 of the Divorce Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 
85), the court was empowered in cases where it pronounced a 
sentence of divorce or judicial separation on account of the 
adultery of the wife to make a settlement for the benefit of the 
husband and of the children of the marriage out of property to 
which the wife was entitled, but it was held in Norris v. Norris 
(6 W. R. 640) that this did not give the court power to deal with 
marriage settlements. In other words, it could not vary them, 
and consequently could not remove a restraint on anticipation in 
order to settle the property on the husband and children. A 
more extended power was conferred on the court by the Act of 
1859 (22 & 23 Vict. c. 61, s. 5) in cases where a final decree of 
nullity of marriage or dissolution of marriage had been pro- 
nounced, and any order which the court thought proper might 
be made for the settlement for the benefit of the children of the 
marriage or their parents of property comprised in the marriage 
settlement. But this applies only where the marriage has been 
put an end to, and the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1884 (47 & 48 
Vict. c. 68), which deals with the restitution of conjugal rights, 
reverts in section 3 to the language of the Act of 1857. Thus, 
where the application for restitution of conjugal rights is made 
by the husband, if it appears to the court that the wife is 
entitled to any property the court may order a settlement of 
such property, or of any part thereof, for the benefit of the 
husband and the children of the marriage. Having regard to 
the construction put in Worris v. Norris (supra) on the Act of 
1857 it would seem that no order could be made under the 
section which would have the effect of varying a marriage 
settlement. This view, accordingly, was taken by the Court of 
Appeal in Michell v. Michell, and the court declined to make a 
settlement on the husband out of property belonging to the wife, 
but which, by her marriage settlement, she was restrained from 
anticipating. 








THE RELEASE OF POWERS. 
A question of some importance with regard to the release of 
powers was raised in the recent case of Re Radcliffe, Radeliffe v. 
Bewes (39 W. R. 457; 1891, 2 Ch. 662), and, as it is difficult to 
reconcile the result with the decision of Bacon, V.C., in Shirley 





must be taken to extinguish it, on the general principle that a 
man is not permitted to defeat his own grant. And the ex- 
tinguishment being thus admitted in the particular case where the 
donee of the power made a conveyance of the whole estate, the 
validity of a mere release of the power, although no such dealing 
took place, was also admitted, and it made no difference whether 
the power was general or was in favour of i objects 
only: Smith v. Death (supra). All this learning, however, has 
now been rendered obsolete by section 52 of the Conveyancing 
Act, 1881, which provides that a person to whom any power is 
given, whether coupled with an interest or not, may by deed 
release or contract not to exercise the power, and that whether 
the power is created by an instrument coming into operation 
either before or after the commencement of the Act. 
But though the general capacity to release powers is thus 
affirmed and extended, it might still be objected to any par- 
ticular release that it is invalid as constituting a fraud upon the 
power. With regard to the exercise of the power the rule, as 
stated by Lord Wesrsury, C., in Duke of Portland v. Topham (12 
W. R. 697, 11 H. L. Cas. 32), is, that the donee must “act with 
good faith and sincerity, and with an entire and single view to 
the real purpose and object of the power.” Hence an execution 
which is intended indirectly to benefit the donee himself ( Wel- 
lesley v. Lord Mornington, 2 K. & J. 143), or which has for its 
object the benefiting of any other ns outside the scope of 
the power (Re Marsden’s Trust, 7 W. R. 520, 4 Drew. 594), is 
said to be fraudulent in reference to the power, and is therefore 
bad. This, however, must be taken with the qualification that 
an appointment otherwise valid is not rendered ineffectual by 
the circumstance that the donee relies upon the appointee to 
make a particular disposition of the property in favour of 
objects not included in the power, provided the appointee is left 
erfectly free in the matter, no undue pressure being put upon 
Sin Crawshay v. Crawshay (38 W. R. 600, 43 Ch. D. 615). 
To a certain extent the same principle has been applied also 
in respect of the release of powers, and the court, although not 
going so far as to decide that the release is bad, has yet refused 
to assist the donee in getting possession of property to which by 
the release he has become entitled. The leading authority on 
the subject is Cunynghame v. Thurlow (1 R. & M. 436 n.), where, 
by a marriage settlement, a power of appointing a sum of money 
among children was given to the rae ser and wife jointly and 
then to the survivor. In default of appointment the children 
were to take equally. There were seven children of the marriage, 
one of whom died in infancy. Of the other six, three sons, 
Epwarp, Davrp, and Rosert, attained twenty-one. Epwarp 
died, having bequeathed the residue of his personal estate to 
Davin, and Roserr died, having bequeathed all his personal 
estate to his father. The father, who survived his wife, then 
appointed four-fifths of the fund between two daughters and an 
infant son, directing that they should not claim any of the re- 
maining fifth part without bringing their shares into hotchpot, 
and he released the unappointed share from his power of 
appointment. The result was that this share would have gone 
to Epwarp, Dayrp, and Rosert equally, and hence, having 
regard to the wills of Epwarp and Rosert, Davin would be 
entitled to two-thirds of it and the father to one-third. Davin 
concurred with the other surviving children, except the infant, in 
asking the court to direct that the trustees should pay the whole 
fifth share to the father, and as to Davim’s two-thirds of it this 
was done, but the court declined to make such an order with 
regard to the one-third which the father claimed under the will 
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was valid and then to decline to allow it to take effect. It is per- 
a what view was taken of the decision by Romitty, 
M.R.., in the subsequent case of Smith v. Houblon (26 Beav. 482). 
There a father had an exclusive power of appointment in 
favour of his children over a fund which, in default of appoint- 
ment, was limited to them equally. As representative of a 
deceased son, Joun, he was, in default of appointment, entitled 
to one-third of the fund. This third he mortgaged in 1858, and 
in 1859 he released his power of appointment in favour of the 
mortgagees. Assuming the release to be valid, another child, 
Maria, who had attained twenty-one, thus became entitled to 
another third part. A bill was filed praying that the rights of 
all parties might be ascertained and declared, and for a declara- 
tion that the son Jonn’s share became, on the release of the 
power, vested in the mortgagees. It also prayed for a transfer 
of the shares of Joun and Marta. The judgment of the 
Master of the Rolls, as reported, is very short :—‘“‘ I will merely 
declare that the power was effectually released by the deed of 
1859, and the rights of the parties consequent thereon.’’ He there- 
fore omitted to direct any transfer; and in the recent case of 
Re Radcliffe Norru, J., took this as an indication that he did not 
dissent from Cunynghame v. Thurlow (supra). On the other hand, 
however, it is to be observed that he did not, like SHADWELL, 
V.C., in that case, expressly direct that the shares were to 
continue in the hands of the trustees, and as Marra’s share was 
clearly payable to her, he seems to have left it to the trustees to 
pay the shares in accordance with the rights. The actual decree, 
as Norrn, J., points out, must have taken the form of a decla- 
ration that the power had been effectually released, and that the 
fund had become vested in the children of the marriage under 
the limitations in default of appointment. But if this was so it 
would seem that the trustees, in the absence of any express 
direction to the contrary, would be justified in paying to 
persons claiming under a deceased child, and hence they would 
recognize the title of the father and, his mortgagees. The case 
confirms Cunynghame v. Thurlow (supra) in deciding that the 
power was effectually released, but it does not go further, so as 
to be an authority that trustees ought not to act upon the rights 
of parties consequent upon the release. 

This prepares the way, then, for the still plainer judgment of 
Bacon, V.C., in Shirley v. Fisher (supra). By a marriage settle- 
ment executed in 1841 a power of appointment over a trust fund 
was given to the husband, the plaintiff, in favour of the children 
of the marriage, to be exercised by deed or will, and in default 
of appointment the fund was to be divided equally among the 
children. There were four children of the marriage, of whom 
one died in 1869, a bachelor and intestate. The plaintiff was 
yeh pga representative. In 1876 the plaintiff appointed by 
deed in favour of his three surviving children, but reserved a 
power of revocation. In 1880 he revoked this appointment, so 
that the fund might stand limited as theretofore, and he pro- 
posed to execute an absolute release of the power of appoint- 
ment, contending that he would thereby become entitled to a 
share of the trust fund. ‘The defendants, who were the trustees 
and the surviving children, urged on the other hand that the 
exercise of the power of revocation, and the proposed release of 
the power of appointment, were both bad as being designed to 
give an interest to the father, and they relied on Cunynghame v. 
Thurlow (supra). Curiously enough no allusion either to this case 
or to Smith v. Houblon (suprd) was made by Bacoy, V.C., in his 
judgment. Norrn, J., in Radcliffe v. Bewes (suprd) discounted 
its effect by saying that it was mainly devoted to the question 
whether the father could reserve to himself a power of 
revocation and exercise the power so reserved, and naturally he 
had to decide this point before going on to consider the effect of 
the release. But it is clear that the judgment dealt with the 
release aiso, and the Vice-Chancellor declined to detract in any 
way from its effect because the father thereby gained a benefit 
for himself. Both the power to revoke and the power to release 
he held to be indisputable, especially since the Conveyancing 
Act; and if, in the result, the father gained a benefit, he owed 
this to the legal accident which had happened, and which vested 
in him, as administrator of his son, all the interest in the son’s 
share. In the opinion of Norru, J., this decision throws no 
doubt on Pesan 70 v. Thurlow (supra). It seems quite possible, 
however, to treat it as an express declaration that the rights 


consequent on the release of the power are to be immediately 
acted upon, and that the father of a deceased child is not to be 
kept out of the enjoyment of his rights as representative of the 
child on the ground that he has committed a fraud upon the 
power. 

It remains to notice the case of Re Little (37 W. R. 289, 40 
Ch. D. 418), where Corron, L.J., expressed, indeed, his approval 
of Cunynghame v. Thurlow (supra), but under circumstances which 
did not call for any careful examination of it. A fund was 
settled on a married woman for life without power of anticipa- 
tion, with remainder to her children as she should appoint, and, 
in default of appointment, equally. She had five children, and 
one of them, a son, arranged to apply his fifth share for his 
mother’s benefit. For this purpose the mother first released her 
power of appointment, and then applied to the court under 
section 39 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, that the restraint on 
anticipation might be removed so far as was necessary to enable 
her to deal with the capital of one-fifth of the fund; but Kay, 
J., and subsequently the Court of Appeal, declined to exercise 
their discretion in this manner, and Corron, L.J., relied upon 
Cunynghame v. Thurlow (supra), as shewing that, where the court 
had a discretion, it ought not to do anything to help a donee of 
a power to obtain a personal benefit by releasing it. The at- 
tention of the court, however, does not seem to have been called 
to Shirley v. Fisher (supra), and the decision really went no 
further than this, that the court will not exercise its discretion 
under the Conveyancing Act so as to enable the donee of the 
power to profit by the release. But this is very different from a 
decision that trustees are not entitled to act upon such a release 
when nothing further is required to complete the rights of 
parties under it. 

The question was raised directly in Radcliffe v. Bewes (supra). 
There a father, who was tenant for life under the trusts of his 
marriage settlement, had power to appoint the trust funds 
among the children of the marriage, and in default of appoint- 
ment the children were to take equally, their shares vesting at 
twenty-one or marriage. There were three children, all sons, 
one of whom died in infancy. The other two attained twenty- 
one, and one died in the lifetime of his father, to whom 
administration of his estate was granted. The father then by 
deed released his power of appointment, and called on the 
trustee of the settlement to transfer to him a moiety of the 
trust funds. This the trustee declined to do without the 
direction of the court, and such direction Norru, J., as we have 
seen, refused to give. Cunynghame v. Thurlow (supra) he re- 
garded as not contradicted either by Smith v. Houblon (supra) or 
Shirley v. Fisher (supra), while, under the circumstances above 
stated, it had been approved by the Court of Appeal. Hence, 
while he had no doubt that the power had been effectually 
released, he would not do anything to assist the father in 
carrying out an object of which the court could not approve. 

There for the present, then, the matter rests, and Shirley v. 
Fisher seems to have the weight of authority against it. That 
a donee of a power may effectually release it, although he does 
this solely with a view to his own benefit, does not seem to be 
denied, but when he seeks to assert his rights under the release, 
he will find that both the trustees and the court decline to 
recognize them. 








EVIDENCE BY COMMISSION. 
I, 


WE have selected the words ‘‘ Evidence by Commission” as @ 
convenient, although by no means unexceptionable, title under which 
to deal with some aspects of ‘‘the several Acts of Parliament and 
rules of court which have intrenched upon the common law rule 
requiring the examination of witnesses to be vivd voce in ¢he presence 
of the jury, and which have under certain circumstances substituted 
for such examination the depositions of witnesses who have been 
previously examined in the cause.’’* 

We shall consider in the first place the examination, before trial, of 
witnesses resident in India, or the Queen’s Dominions abroad. 


EXAMINATIONS UNDER A WRIT OF MANDAMUS. 
The enactments on the subject are 13 Geo. 3, c. 63, ss. 40, 44, 45; 








* Taylor on Evidence, p. 448, s. 449. 
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24 Geo. 3, c. 25, s. 78; 26 Geo. 3, c. 57; 42 Geo. 3, c. 85, s. 2; 1 
Will. 4, c. 22, 5.1; 6&7 Vict. c. 98, s. 4. 

To what cases these enactments apply.—(a) Indictments or informa- 
tions laid or exhibited in the Court of King’s Bench—now the 
Queen’s Bench Division of the High Court of Justice—for mis- 
demeanours or offences committed in India (13 Geo. 3, c. 63, s. 40), 
or in any colony, island, plantation, or place under the dominion of 
Her Majesty in foreign parts (1 Will. 4, c. 22, s. 1),* or committed 
under the Slave Trade Acts in any — out of the United Kingdom 
and within any British colony, settlement, plantation, or territory (6 
& 7 Vict. c. 98, s. 4). (6) The trial of British subjects employed in 
India (24 Geo. 3, c. 25, s. 78; 26 Geo. 3, c. 57), under the Crown 
or the late East India Co. or elsewhere in the public service 
abroad (42 Geo. 3, c. 85, s. 2), for extortions, misdemeanours, or 
other offences committed in the exercise of such employment. (c) 
All actions—words which do not include an action at the suit of the 
Crown (Reg. v. Wood, 1841, 7 M. & W. 573; Attorney-General v. 
Reilly, 1845, 13 M. & W. 676; Attorney-General v. Bovet, 1846, 15 
M. & W. 61)—depending in the High Court of Justice or in the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 41, s. 14), 
in what place or country soever the cause of action may have 
arisen (Bain v. De Vetry, 1835, 3 Dowl. 516), when the issue of a 
writ appears to be necessary or conducive to the due administration 
of justice in the matter wherein such writ shall be applied for (1 
Will. 4, c, 22). 

Procedure. — In criminal matters either prosecutor or accused,{ 
and in civil actions either plaintiff or defendant may apply for a 
writ of mandamus under the foregoing statutes. The application 
must be made by motion to the court; the judge in chambers having 
no jurisdiction to grant it;§ and should be supported by affidavit, 
either by the party or his attorney (Healy v. Young, 1846, 2 C. B. 702). 
In an information, however, at the suit of the Crown the court will 
grant a mandamus upon the bare statement of the Attcrney-General 
that the writ is necessary. This was decided in Reg. v. Douglas in 
1842 (2 Dowl. N. 8. 416), and the decision was based upon and in 
accordance with the old practice as to applications for trials at bar 
(cf. Paddock v. Forester, 8 Dowl. 834, and Doe d. Legh v. Rowe, 8 M. 
& W., at p. 583 n. (a)). The rules as to the time at which applica- 
tion for a mandamus should be made, and as to notice and terms, are 
practically the same as those obtaining on the examination, before trial, 
of witnesses within the jurisdiction; we shall here confine ourselves 
to peculiarities in the statutory procedure under consideration. The 
case of R. v. Jones (1806, 8 East, 307), although decided under 42 Geo. 
3, c. 85, s. 1, throws considerable light on the subject. The defend- 
ant was indicted in the King’s Bench for breaches of duty in his 
capacity of Commissary-General of stores, provisions, and forage 
to his Majesty’s forces in the Carribee Islands in 1796 and 1797. He 
obtained a rule nisi|| under the statute in the following form (which 
may be adopted mutatis mutandis at the present day in similar cases), 
calling on the prosecutor to shew cause ‘‘ why several writs of man- 
damus should not issue, directed to the Chief Justice and judges of 
the courts of J for the several Islands of Barbadoes, Grenada, 
and Dominica, in the West Indies, respectively, requiring them to 
hold courts with all convenient speed for the examination of witnesses 
and receiving other proofs concerning the matters charged in the 
indictment in this prosecution, and in the meantime to cause such 
public notice to be given of the holding of the said courts respectively, 
and to issue such summons or other process as may be requisite for 
the attendance of witnesses, and to adjourn from time to time as 
occasion may require, pursuant to the statute 42 Geo. 3, for the 
trying and punishing in Great Britain persons holding public employ- 
ments, for offences committed abroad, and to perform all such other 
matters and things as by the said statute is required; and why the 
examination and proofs to be thereupon taken should not be trans- 
mitted by some person or persons coming from the said islands 
respectively, and to be delivered upon oath, in such form as this 
court should direct, to H. D. and H. B., the clerks in court of this 
court, or one of them, in the Crown Office, for the safe custody 
thereof and in order to their being read in evidence on the trial of the 
issue joined in this prosecution, or any other subsequent proceedings 
thereon or relating thereto; and why the trial should not be put off 





* Scotland is not a place in foreign parts: Wainright v. Bland (1835, 3 Dowl. 653). 

+ Under 13 Geo. 3, c. 63, s. 42, in all proceedings in Parliament Souiing coy offences 
committed in India, the Lord Chancellor and Speaker of the House of Lords and the 
Speaker of the House of Commons may issue their warrants for the examination of 
witnesses to the Governor-General and Council, or to the Chief Justice and Judges of the 
respective High Courts of Judicature in India. 

+ Francisco v. Gilmore (1797, 1 Bos. & P. 177), Grillard v. Hogue (1820, 4 Moo. 313). 

’ Clarke v. East India Co. (1848, 6 Dowl. & L. 278) overruling the earlier practice. 
This case was decided under 13 Geo. 3, c. 63, s. 44, in which the material words are, “an 
action . . . imany of his Majesty’s courts at Westminster, it shall be lawful for su: 
court respectively upon motion there to be made,” &c. In section 40 the correspondi 
words are, ‘‘ upon motion to be made.”” But, semd/e, the motion must be made in court in 
both cases, in spite of the Judicature Act, 1873, s. 39. 

|| The rules granted under these statutes have always been rules nisi: see Doe v. 
Pattison (3 Dowl. 35 (1834) ). 

‘1 The proper style of these courts was afterwards suppli Semble, an immaterial error 
in the description of a court will not vitiate even a writ of mandamus (cf. Wilson v. Wilson, 
1883, 9 P.D.8). But accuracy should be aimed at. 





until the return of the said several writs of mandamus ; upon notice of 
this rule to the attorney or agent of the prosecutor in the meantime.” 

This rule was obtained on an affidavit by the defendant which, 
after stating generally the indictment found against him, concluded in 
the common form of an affidavit for ing off a trial on account of the 
absence of a material witness,* + certain ms named, and 
several other persons, were now in the West Tndlics, and that he was 
advised and believed that their evidence would be material for him 
upon the trial. Mr. Justice Lawrence observed upon this affidavit 
that ‘“‘ where justice is to be delayed so longas . - it must be 
when the trial is postponed till the return of the writ of mandamus, 
the court ought to have some special grounds laid before them to 
induce a probability at least that the evidence sought to be ob- 
tained may be material.” Thereupon the defendant’s counsel 
offered to file an affidavit that the application was not nade with 
a view to delay. But Lord Ellenbo h, C.J., said that the court 
“should expect materials to be laid before them to enable them 
to say, exercising their j — upon fair and probable grounds, 
that the evidence sought to be obtained was in its nature material.” 
An affidavit complying with this order was accordingly filed, and the 
writs of mandamus were issued—the trial being postponed till their 
return. The material contents of the affidavit approved of by the 
court are set out in 8 East, at p. 35. 

The writ of mandamus—of which a form will be found in Reg. 
v. Douglas (1846, 13 Q. B., at p. 44)—is directed to the court 
which is to take the examination, and the return to the writt 
must shew a substantial compliance with its terms. In Reg. v. 
Douglas the writ was directed to the Chief Justice and other 
judges of the Supreme Court of Judicature at . From 
the return it appeared that only the Chief Justice and one other 
judge had executed it. It was held by the Court of Queen’s 
Bench that the writ was well executed. The following passage 
from the judgment of Denman, C.J. (ubi sup., at pp. 68, 69), 
is worth quoting :—‘‘ The argument,” said his lordship, “ proses 
upon an assumption that the writ is directed to certain individuals 
by name, to whom a joint authority is intrusted, and by whom, 
therefore, jointly, and jointly only, the duty could legallyde per- 
formed. We think that the assumption is unfounded ; for the writ 
(in conformity with the statute of 13 Geo. 3) is directed to the 
judges, commanding them to hold a court by which the examinations 
are to be taken; and we have no doubt but that two out of the three 
judges might well compose a court ; as it is in every day’s experience 
that this and every other superior court in this country is constantly 
in the habit of exercising its jurisdiction when one (and even more) 
of its members is absent.” 

On the other hand, an Indian or colonial court sitting under 13 
Geo. 3, c. 63, is a branch of the Queen’s Bench, and bound to compl 
with the provisions of English law (Reg. v. Douglas. 1 C. & K. 670-2), 
A mandamus will not be granted when the same end may be obtained 
by a commission (Farnworth v. Hyde, 14 C. B. N. 8. 719). The 
costs are in the discretion of the court (1 Will. 4, c. 22, s. 3). 
Evidence taken under 13 Geo. 3, c. 63, is not admissible in any 
capital. case other than such as may be proceeded against in 
Parliament. 








A READING OF THE NEW STATUTES. 


The Tithe Act, 1891 (54 Vict. c. 8). 
I.—THE RECOVERY OF TITHE RENT-CHARGE (continued). 


(3) The mode of proceeding against the landowner in the county court 
(continwed).—So far we have treated the matter as though there was a 
single known owner of the land who could be brought before the 
court, but this, of course, is by no means the case. Where land out 
of which a single rent-charge issues has become divided among 
several owners, and no altered apportionment has been made, the 
owner of the rent-charge may proceed against any one of the owners 
for the whole, and the remedies provided by the Act may be put in 
force against his part of the land only. The case is not dealt with by 
the Act, and hence the existing law remains in force. The landowner 
who is thus compelled to pay has his remedy for obtaining contribu- 
tion from the others under section 16 of the Tithe Act of 1842 (5 & 6 
Vict. c. 54), and may obtain a justices’ order, to be enforced in the 
same manner as the titheowner been hitherto enabled to enforce 

yment of the tithe rent-charge. With joint owners the case is 

ifferent. Prima facie it might be sup that section 2 (1), in 
directing service on the owner of the lands, would require of 
several joint owners to be served, but sub-section (7) expressly allows 
the mode of service to be regulated by rules, and this is done, in the 
present instance, by rule 49 supplemented by rule 51. By the former, 


* Z.e., where it did not appear to the court that there were any suspicious circum- 
stances: see R. v. Le Chevalier D’ Eon (3 Burr. 1513). 

+ See a form of return in Reg. v. Douglas (ubi sup., at p. 45). The doubtful clauses in 
these forms’ will readily be gathered from the judgment. ‘The formal parts are un- 
objectionable. 
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service on one joint owner who is in receipt of the whole or of 
the rents and profits of the land is, unless the court otherwise directs, 
to be deemed service on all the owners other than an owner in 
possession, and by rule 51 the court may direct that the other joint 
owners should be joined, and may adjourn the proceedings for this 
purpose. The case of joint ownership will be of frequent occurrence, 
owing to the definition of the term ‘‘ owner” incorporated from sec- 
tion 12 of the Act of 1836, and, in particular, where there is a long 
building lease at a ground-rent, the leaseholder will be a joint owner 
with the reversioner. Where the leaseholder is not in possession he 
will be in receipt of the rents and profits other than the ground-rent, 
and service on him will probably be enough. Where he is in posses- 
sion it is possible that the words of the rule will require service to be 
made both on him and on the reversioner. Rule 51 provides that 
where proceedings have been taken against one joint owner only, 
and, in the opinion of the court, they ought to have been taken 
against all, then the joint owner who has been singled out for attack 
~— apply to have the others joined as parties. 

t remains to consider the cases where the applicant does not 
know, or is uncertuin who the owner is, or where the notice of the 
application cannot be served by post in the ordinary way (rule 45). 
By section 2 (7) the rules may provide that, where the owner is not 
known, proceedings may be taken against the owner of the lands 
without naming the person who is the owner. Rule 13 accordingly 
provides to this effect, and it applies also to the case where service 
cannot be effected by post. The mode of service is prescribed by 
rule 46. A copy of the notice is to be delivered at the house of the 
occupier, if one can be found on the lands, with a direction to him to 
forward the same to the person to whom he pays rent, and copies are 
to be posted on some conspicuous part or parts of the land. An 
intermediate case arises where the applicant is doubtful whether the 
person he has named in his application is really the owner, and this 
is provided for by rules 14 and 48. Additional service may be made 
on the owner through the occupier, or through the person receiving 
the rents and profits on behalf of the owner, and such service is 
effected by the registrar sending by post to such occupier or person a 
copy of the notice of application, with a request that it may be for- 
warded to the person to whom he pays rent or for whom he receives 
it. This is to deemed good service on the owner of the lands, 
although the person named in the application is not such owner. 

4. The mode of enforcing an order made by the county court.—This 
varies as the owner of the land is in occupation or not, and special 
provision is made for the case where the land is let on such terms as 
not to reserve a rent sufficient to pay the tithe rent-charge. 

() Where the landowner is in occupation.—By section 2 (2) it is pro- 
vided that, where it is shewn to the court that the lands are occupied by 
the owner thereof, the order shall be executed by the appointment by 
the court of an officer who, subject to the direction of the court, shall 
have the powers of distress conferred by the Tithe Acts, that is by 
sections 81 and 85 of the Act of 1836 (6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 71) and the 
enactments amending the same ; while if there is no sufficient distress 
the titheowuer may proceed to obtain possession of the lands under sec- 
tion 82. Here, again, therefore, it is necessary to ascertain who is the 
owner, and, as in the case of making the application originally, doubt 
may sometimes arise as to the operation of the sub-section with 

to joint owners. It would appear, however, that there is no 
possession by ‘‘ = a ” im — a case unless all the owners are 
in ession, and, as this rarely happens, the usual course probabl 
will be to proceed by the appointment of a receiver. At the eae 
time, if the receiver finds that there is no rent to be received, it may 
be difficult to distrain under rule 23, it being still assumed that a 
joint-owner cannot be regarded as ‘‘ the owner ”’ in possession. 

Where an officer is appointed to distrain, distress may be made, 
under section 85 of the Act of 1836, not only on the lands occupied 
by the owner in respect of which the tithe rent-charge is payable, 
but on any other land in the same parish owned by him. The only 
rule on this subject is rule 24, which provides that where the officer 
finds there is no sufficient distress on the lands he shall make a report 
in writing to that effect to the titheowner and to the court. There- 
upon it is to be presumed that the power of taking possession by a 
writ of habere facias possessionem under section 82 of the Act of 1836 
will arise, as the previous requirements of that section with regard to 
having the arrears assessed by u jury will not be applicable. The 
amount of the arrears will have already been ascertained in the order 
of the county court. Apparently the titheowner will have the power 
of letting the land, of which he has taken possession, for any period 
not exceeding one year conferred by 5 & 6 Vict. c. 54, s. 12, and so, 
too, under section 85, he will be able to extend his possession to all 
lands in the same parish belonging to the landowner in question. 
The Act of 1891 expressly refers, indeed, only to section 82 of the 
Act of 1836, but it is reasonable to suppose that the other sections 
which are merely subsidiary to this will also apply, and accordingly, 
under section 83, accounts may have to be rendered, and, after the 
arrears of the rent-charge and all costs and expenses have been satis- 
fied, the titheowner’s possession may be terminated by a writ of 
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CORRESPONDENCE, 
THE COUNTY COURT ROLES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—Will any of your readers kindly give their views and experi- 
ences as to the correct interpretation of some of the county court 
rules—in particular ord. 23, r. 14, and also ord. 26, r. 17? 

Under ord. 23, r. 14, it is provided that the court may, upon an 
ex parte application of the plaintiff, vary the order for payment by 
instalments. We find some registrars will not act upon this unless 
an application is made to the judge in court, while others make the 
order as a matter of course; and this latter, we venture to think, is 
correct, having regard to the interpretation clause (order 52), which 
says: “‘ ‘Court’ includes a judge or registrar exercising the powers of 
the court in chambers, as well as in open court.” 

The second instance is under ord. 25, r. 17, which provides the 
procedure by way of judgment summons in the county court, upon a 
judgment recovered in (inter alia) the Queen’s Bench Division. At 
the present moment we have several instances of judgments which we 
were compelled to obtain in the Queen’s Bench, as the amounts 
exeeed £50—which, by the way, is also cheaper than the county 
court in fees—which judgments were transferred to the county 
court for the purpose of judgment summons; and in nearly every 
case our clients happened to be large firms, and the partners, at tls 
period of the year, are away, in fact we have two judgments, repre- 
senting £70 or £80 each, where the sole plaintiff is abroad under 
doctor’s order, and is not likely to return until early next year. He 
has several establishments, and a large number of employés who 
transact the business; and we understand in one of these cases the 
debt was incurred after the plaintiff went away, yet, upon our apply- 
ing to the county court for the district in which the defendant resides 
for a judgment summons to issue, the same is refused, as the affidavit 
verifying the judgment (see the rule) is not made by the plaintiff 
himself. We must say this is a new feature tous. We have issued 
many hundreds of these—following, of course, the form of affidavit 
(No. 51) with such variations as were absolutely necessary to fit the 
circumstances. The court we refer to as refusing to issue, we 
believe relies upon the words set out in the form of affidavit—‘‘I, A. 
B., the above-named plaintiff’”—and considers that it is imperative 
upon the plaintiff personally to make the affidavit. Now it really 
does seem to us absurd that for the purpose of issuing a judgment 
summons (which as we all know has to be served personally on the 
defendant, to show cause, &c.) this affidavit could not be made by 
any person who could depose to the facts. We have offered that the 
solicitor shall make the affidavit, but this is refused. A clerk or other 
employé who can speak to the facts is allowed to make an affidvait 
entitling the plaintiffs to obtain judgment in the county court, and 
proceed to execution or judgment summons without the slightest 
question; and almost any proceedings could have been taken on the 
judgment in the Queen’s Bench without the plaintiff's necessarily 
making an affidavit himself. 

Again, in either court, for the purposes of attachment of debts, 
the affidavit is not usually made by the plaintiff; and there are many 
other instances which we could quote, if it were necessary, to shew 
the many steps open to the plaintiff upon an affidavit by an employé. 
It seems to us that an affidavit by any person in the employ of the 
plaintiff or his solicitor, or in fact any other msible person who 
can depose to the facts, should be sufficient adhe nce with the rules, 
and especially when we bear in mind the extreme instance above 
refe to. How is it possible for the plaintiff in that case to con- 
scientiously swear the affidavit when the debt has been incurred 
ye servants, and the judgment obtained, entirely in his absence 
a r 
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Finally, we would ask, is it reasonable to expect our First Lord of 


Brom agd 












—s | & & It 


a 


hee © @ 


ee ee ee ee Oe lle TS 





a go 








were 


; i fe TRA s CE Te EE A LS EAA Re ee 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Oct. 3, 1891. 


; a basi igi Per eee 


(Vol. 35.] 783 











the base A the Right Hon, W. H. Smith, to make affidavits in 
respect of debts that may be due to him from his various book-stalls 
—probably seven or eight hundred, at any rate covering the whole 
area over which the county courts have jurisdiction? But this is the 
logical consequence of the ruling of which we complain. 

We refrain from mentioning the courts in question, although we 
feel sure the registrars themselves would be glad to learn what the 
universal practice is; and we think the sooner the county courts con- 
strue the rules alike the better it will be for the practitioners, and 
certainly cheaper for the public. At the present moment nearly 
every registrar has his own peculiar way of construing the rules— 
thus, what is the practice of one court is totally igno in another. 
Surely this should not be so ? PRACTITIONERS. 

Sept. 24. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
Re J. G. DELL—30th September. 


Lunacy—Hargas Cornpus—Ruuie Nist—Pavurer Lunatic—I.iscaL Deren- 
TION—CoMMISSIONERS—INSPECTION OF Documents—16 & 17 Vicr. c. 97, 
ss. 65, 68—Luwnacy Act, 1890, s. 82. 


A rule nisi for a habeas corpus to bring up a person alleged to be im- 
properly detained as a lunatic having been granted on Wednesday, 
September 23, the medical officers of the asylum where the alleged lunatic 
was detained now shewed cause against the rule. The evidence upon 
which the rule had been granted was by the solicitor of the person detained 
as a lunatic, which shewed among other things that ae. had been 
made for copies of the orders and certificates upon which the lunatic had 
been detained, and had been refused. It also a that the person in 
confinement had been detained as a pauper lunatic, although there was a 
sum of about £100 standing to his credit and that of his incumbrancers 
under an order of the court. Jeune, J., made the order for the rule nisi 
mainly on the ground that the applicants had been refused inspection of the 
documents upon which the lunatic had been detained. It now appeared that 
the lunatic had been properiy detained in 1889 under the statutes then 
applicable to the detention and custody of insane ——. Copies of the 
reception order and certificates upon which he had been originally detained 
in Colney Hatch Asylum were produced in court and read by the judge, 
though it was not admitted by the authorities of the asylum that it was 
necessary to produce them. It appeared that after having been 
detained in Colney Hatch the lunatic was removed on medical 
advice to Hanwell, and that the removal was perfectly regular in accord- 
ance with the statutes. In opposition to the rule it was stated that there 
was no grievance in the lunatic being detained as a pauper, and that the 
money which belonged to him could be applied in his maintenance; that 
no person was entitled as a matter of right to have copies of documents, 
but the proper course was to apply for a discharge of the lunatic, and then 
copies of documents, &c., could be furnished to the person confined, under 
section 82 of the Lunacy Act, 1890, which provides that ‘‘ the secretary of 
the commissioners shall, upon the discharge of a person who considers 
himself to have been unjustly confined as a lunatic, furnish to him on his 
request, free of expense, a copy of the reception order and certificate or cer- 
tificates upon which he was confined, and if the order was made upon 
petition, also of. the petition and stutement of particulars upon which the 
reception order was made.’’ In support of the rule it was contended that 
the commissioners had laid down a rule for themselves whereby they 
refused information and copies of documents, and that an alleged lunatic 
had an inherent common law right to a habeas corpus, which was cheaper and 
more expeditious than an inquisition. If the confined as a lunatic, 
upon being brought into court, appeared to from insanity, he 
ought to be set at liberty by the order of the court. So too if, although 

rhaps insane, his insanity was not dangerous to himself or others, and 

is detention was not justified by precise statutory enactment, he must be 
set at liberty. A writ of habeas corpus was the ordinary method of obtain- 
ing the production of an insane person wherever detained, the writ being 
directed to the person or persons having him under their charge or 
custody. 

Jzunz, J., said that there was no ground in this case for granting the 
writ of habeas corpus. 1t appeared when the rule had been granted, and it 
also appeared now to be the case, that when the application for the cause 
of detention had been made, the papers had been refused. He thought 
that a person applying bond fide, or apparently bond fide, in a case like the 
present ought to be shewn the documents upon which the detention was 
justified. It had now been shewn why the person alleged to be wrongly 
detained had been detained, and that he been, and continued: to be, 
detained by competent authority. The rule must be discharged, but with- 
out costs.—CounsEL, Avory ; J. Clarke. Soutcrrors, Blaxland ; H. R. Elton. 


It is announced that Sir Henry Hawkins left Aix-les-Bains on the 29th 
ult. for Italy, and that Mr. Justice Day is staying at Aix-les-Bains. 

The death is announced of Mr. Justice G. H. F. Webb, of the colony of 
Victoria. He left England in 1851, was appointed a puisne judge in 1886, 
and held that office up to the time of his aeath 





LAW SOCIETIES, . 
BRISTOL INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The following are extracts from the report of the council :— 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society.— A correspondence has 
chict sceity, op too Giegetgtaliouste. Gapteenisisien af the quntanes oa 
chief society, on the di ionate e@ pro on 
the connate London. It a that last year the sostely was com- 
posed of 6,350 members, of whom 3,020 were town members, and 3,330 
were country members, while of the 40 ordinary members of the council in 
London 29 were town members and only 11 represented provincial 
societies. To correct this disparity the pro was made that the 
council should be increased to its autho complement of 50, the 
additional seats being assigned, so far as is possible in an elected 
council, to important areas of aeindion at present not represented by 
ordinary members. The council in London are not disposed to recom- 
mend this alteration, and the matter is now under the consideration of a 
committee iy, ae by the council of this society. 

The Tolzey Court.—The committee appointed to inquire into the existing 
jurisdiction and procedure of the Tolzey Court reported that the various 
alterations which they had been prepared to recommend could not be 
made except by Act of Parliament. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Law Srupents’ Desatine Socrery.—As announced last week, the first 
meeting of the session will be held at the Law Institution, Chancery- 
lane, on Tuesday, the 6th of October, at seven o’clock, when Mr. G. 
Pitt-Lewis, Q.C., M.P., will open the debate. The subject for discussion 
is, ‘‘ That it is desirable to bring the circuit system into accordance 
with modern requirements by greatly reforming it and by largely sup- 
plementing it by permanent sittings of the county courts as di t 
courts, with the unlimited jurisdiction of the High Court of Justice, 


throughout England and Wales.”’ 
* 





LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Henry Hawxes, coroner for the city of Birmingham, died on . 
Saturday afternoon, in his seventy-eighth year. He had presided at his 
court on tne 22nd of August, but a cold which he caught resulted in 
an attack of bronchitis, followed by other complications which proved 
fatal. Mr. Hawkes was originally clerk to the late Mr. W. 8. 
Harding, of Birmingham, who gave him his articles, and in 1846 
Mr. Hawkes was admitted a solicitor, and commenced practice on his 
own account. He was soon afterwards elected to the town council, 
and took a leading part in the debates, and in 1850 was elected an 
alderman, and was subsequently regularly re-elected until he resigned, 
in 1875, in order to become a candidate for the office of coroner for the 
city. He filled the office of Mayor of Birmingham in 1852-3. About 1856 
he took a leading part in agitating for the F a seen of the justices’ clerks 
by salary and the transfer of their fees tothe borough fund. This change 
was opposed by the justices and their clerks, and the Home Secretary was 
unfriendly ; but after two years’ persevering labour an order was obtained 
from the Home Office fixing the salary at £2,100 a year, and transferring 
the fees (then £3,400 a year) to the borough fund, thus effecting an 
annual saving exceeding the salary of the sti iary magistrate, which 
was paid out of that fund. Mr. Hawkes’s connection with the town 
council terminated, after close upon thirty years’ service, in 1875, on his 
election as coroner. During his tenure of that office he effected several 
important reforms. Almost immediately he reduced the number of 
inquests twenty per cent., induced the town council to cause mortuaries to 
be erected in various of the town, and established a central coroner’s 
court; thus savi e public time and money very considerably, and 
reducing the nw of burgesses annually summoned as jurors 
11,000 to 3,000. Altogether ( the Birmingham Daily Post, to which we 
are indebted for much of the a information) his work as coroner is 
not that which is least worthy of honourable remembrance in his long 
and busy life. Apart from his professional and municipal career, Mr. 
Hawkes played an important part in the political life of Birmingham. In 
1867 he was chosen president of the Birmingham Liberal Association, but 
he gradually withdrew from the Liberal party, ultimately associating him- 
self with the Conservatives, in whose interest he unsuccessfully contested 
South Birmingham in 1884. : 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
LUTIONS. 

Ricuarp Wurre Beor, Wiii1am Fry, and Epwarp Henry Ptanr, soli- 
citors (Beor, Fry, & Plant), Swansea, so far as concerns the said William 
Fry, he having retired from the said firm. The said Richard White Beor 
and Edward Henry Plant will continue to carry on the said business, 
under the style or firm of Beor & Plant. Aug. 31. 

Martm Kipp and Joun x Bznruey, solicitors (Kidd & Bentley), 
Holmfirth and Huddersfield. . 3. (Gazette, Sept. 25. - 
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GENERAL. 


The Daily Telegraph says that in view of the resumption of trials at 

uildhall of City Nisi Prius causes at the ensuing October law 
sittings, the old Council Chamber has been most commodiously fitted up 
as @ law court at the Corporation’s expense. The North Court has also 
been so improved by the City Lands Committee, in regard to light and 
ventilation, as to render it conveniently available as a second court, thus 
fully complying with the requirements of the Lord Chancellor and the 
Lord Chief Justice, and bringing the law once more to the very doors of 
the citizens. 


The following are the arrangements made by the judges of the Queen’s 
Bench Division for holding their courts during the ensuing Michaelmas 
Sittings—three courts will be formed to sit in Banc, the first of which will 
be composed of Lord Chief Justice Coleridge and Mr. Justice Wright; the 
second will consist of Mr. Justice Mathew and Mr. Justice A. L. Smith; 
and the third of Justices Day and Grantham. The following eight 
judges will sit to special and common jury and non-jury cases :—Mr. 

m Pollock and Justices Denman, Hawkins, Cave, Wills, Charles, Law- 
rance, and Collins. Mr. Justice Williams will be the judge in attendance 
at Judges’ Chambers during the sittings. 


An article in Blackwood’s Magazine for October quotes the following 
characteristic letter which the late Lord Justice General Inglis wrote a few 
months ago to the Society of Solicitors, in reply to a request that his por- 
trait should be painted on the window of their new library :—‘‘ Edin- 
brrgh, February 18, 1891.—Dear Sir,—I have received your letter of the 
12th, with accompanying drawing. I feel much honoured by the proposal 
made by you on behalf of the Society of Solicitors before the Supreme 
Courts. But I trust you have not forgotten the wise counsel given by a 
great lawyer and a great law-maker—Solon, to Croesus, King of Lydia, in 
the height of his prosperity—that no man’s life could be pronounced 
altogether happy till its close. The moral is, that whatever a man’s 
eminence may be during the greater part of his life, it may be all blotted 
out and destroyed by some fatal lapse before he dies. This is the prin- 
ciple on which men refrain from erecting monuments or permanent 
memorials to persons who are still living, and it is a sound principle con- 
firmed and fortified by experience. With this caution and protest, I leave 
myself in the hands of the society. I will not undertake to fulfil 
Solon’s condition of becoming altogether happy by predecease of the 
execution of your stained-glass window, though such an event is by no 
means unlikely. As regards the most appropriate likeness, I think I had 
better refer you to my son, Mr. A. Wood Inglis, secretary of the Board of 
Manufacturers, to whom I have handed the drawing which accompanied 
your letter.—I am, dear sir, yours faithfully, Joun Incuts.’’ 


The Globe, writing on the impending demolition of Clement’s Inn, says: 


- With the demolition of St. Clement’s Inn, another of the old Inns of 


Chancery will cease to exist. Lyon’s Inn was razed to make room for the 
Globe Theatre; St. Clement's is to give place to more of the palatial 
‘*mansions’’ which are springing up on all hands. There is this in 
common with both inns, that they outlived their original purpose, and 
after a lingering after-life as tenements, have passed into the hands of the 
builder, unwept and unhonoured, if not altogether unsung. Both have 
ad associations calculated to perpetuate their memories. Lyon’s Inn was 
associated with the still quoted ‘Uhurtell-Weare tragedy ; St. Clement’s, 
not altogether free from tragic connections, will in the future be princi- 
pally, if not solely, remembered by reason of its introduction into one of 
’s plays. It was here Falstaff heard the chimes at midnight— 

the chimes that are heard still, though ‘‘ grown hoarse with age and 
sitting up.’’ Here, too, Shallow earned the prefix ‘‘mad’”’ by his pranks 
with the curiously-named trio, Doit, Pickbone, and Squele. Antiquarians 
will not care much about its removal, because, with the exception of the 
old and somewhat ornate hall, dating back to 1715, where many genera- 
tions of ‘‘ ancients ’’ and ‘‘ principals ’’ dined royally on the profits of the 
rents, the buildings are modern and dingy. ‘True, the gardens have been 
well-kept ; and have been an acceptable oasis in a desert of brick and 
mortar ; but once having started on the down-hill of life, the inn wus 
sure to deteriorate, and it would have been a pity for it to have emulated 
the condition to which Lyon’s Inn sank. The outcry against its condition 
some years ago was doubtless largely undeserved, but with its lordly 
Tuscan hall, oak-panelled and glazed with stained-glass windows, given 
over to printer’s ink and the ceaseless roll of machinery ; with chambers 
once sacred to the study of the law open to the first comer; and its gardens 
playground for the denizens of Clare-market, its complete decay was 
beyond a doubt. The breaking-up of St. Clement’s as an Inn began a 
few years ago, when the society sold it for some £68,000, and divided the 
proceeds among them. Then it was that the valuable paintings of legal 
celebrities were sold at a private auction, to which “ancients” and 
** moderns ”’ were invited, but from which the public were excluded. The 
residents certainly made a good bargain; and it must be admitted to 
have been a curious state of affairs that simple residence, without initial 
payment of any kind, should have given a right to the proceeds of such a 
uable place. Who first endowed it isa matter of doubt. What can 
be said is that the new residents found the place under the management 
of those living there, who, after a lapse of years, were denominated 
** ancients.’”” They elected their ‘‘ principal,’’ collected the rents, and 
after paying expenses spent the rest in dinners, of which there were a 
certain number each year. When they sold the premises by mutual con- 
sent they divided the money according to seniority, and there was no one 
to say them nay. A very happy and satisfactory state of things for the 
residents, who, no doubt, further congratulated themselves on not having 
been as other dwellers in cities, in that they paid no rates. Exci‘ing tales 
are still told of the gallant efforts of sturdy youths, engaged in beating 





the bounds, to enter the place, and so make it amenable to the rate 
= But they never succeeded, and St. Clement’s Inn was never 
rated. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

Boome.—Sept. 19, at Headingly, Bowes-park, Southgate, the wife of J. H. Boome, of 
Tnesin' shen, barrister-at-law, of a = 

CuapmMan.—Sept. 22, at 55, Gorst-road, Wandsworth-common, the wife of Frank Henry 
Chapman, solicitor, of a son. 

Horssrven,—Sept. 20, at East Horsley Rectory, Surrey, the wife of Bethune Horsbrugh, 
barrister-at-law, of a =. 

Keretinc.—Sept. 18, at Ashford Lodge, Putney, the wife of John Henry Keeling, barris- 
ter-at-law, of a daughter. 

Leacrorr.—Sept. 18, the wife of Frederick R. B. Leacroft, solicitor, of Birmingham, of a 


son. 
Pacet.—Sept. 19, at Scarborough, the wife of J. R. Paget, barrister-at-law, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 


Brrp-——EnG._ayp.—Sept. 17, at the parish church, Great Yarmouth, Francis Bird, solicitor, 
of Maldon, Essex, to Alice M. J. England, widow of the late Albert England, of Maldon. 

Cave—Dar.ineTon.—Sept. 23, at Bourton Church, Harold Watkins Cave. eldest son of 
the Hon. Sir Lewis Wm. Cave, a Judge of the High Court, to Frances Maude, second 
daughter of J. Darlington, D.L., of Bourton Hall, Warwickshire. 

Cone oe 19, at St. Mary Abbott’s, Kensington, William Russell Cooke, 
second son of William Major Cooke, of 123, Westbourne-terrace, Hyde-park, W., 
Metropolitan Police Magistrate, to Mary Dilke, of 23, Hyde-park-gate, S.W. 

Dozsson—SanDFrorD.— . 17, at Boldon Parish Church, county of Durham, Alfred 
Dobson, of the Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, Solicitor-General of Tasmania, to Alice 
Ramsay, daughter of the Right Rev. Bishop Sandford, D.D., LL.D., Rector of Boldon. 

Jovcr—J acxson.—Sept. 17, at St. Saviour’s, Oxon, Birkenhead, Matthew Ingle Joyce, of 
Lincoln’s-inn and Alton Grange, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, to Miriam Bertha, youngest 
daughter of the late Sir William Jackson, Bart., of Birkenhead. ; Pe 

Krxyuont—Miyg.—Sept. 17, at 12, Lansdowne-crescent, Glasgow, John Kinmont, solici- 
tor before the Supreme Courts of Scotland, of Edinburgh, to Isabella (Ella) Collie, only 
daughter of the late George Davidson Milne, M.D. (Edin.), Royal Artillery. 

Macxinnon—Bunny.—Aug. 19, at All Saints’ Church, St. Kilda, Melbourne, Donald 
Mackinnon, barrister-at-law, to Hilda Eleanor Marie, youngest daughter of the late 
Brice Frederick Bunny, Judge of Cay Courts and Commissioner of Titles, of Mel- 
bourne, and formerly of Speen House, Newbury, Berks. oe 7 

Witxre—Sovurter.—Sept. 26, at St. Mark’s, Dalston, Alfred Gammon Wilkie, solicitor, to 
Annie, eldest daughter of Andrew Gifford Soutter, of 27, Pembury-road, Lower 


Clapton, N.E. 
DEATHS. 


ieee Sat 17, at Springfield, Ambleside, John Nanson, formerly Town Clerk of 

arlisle, vi, 

ba) = atiye 27, at Melbourne, George Henry Frederick Webb, Judge Supreme Court, 
Colony of Victoria, aged 63. a>. 

Wiruers.—Sept. 18, at his residence, Granville House, Angell-road, Brixton, William 
George Withers, solicitor, aged 47. 





WAkrsING TO INTENDING House Purcuasers & Les#exs.—Before purchasing or renting 
a house have the Sani arrangements thoroughly examined by an expert from The 
Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 65, opposite Town Hall, Victoria-street, West- 
minster (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Offices, &c.—[Apvr.] 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 29. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lourep rn CHANCERY. 

HorsHam ADVERTISER AND Mip Sussex News Co, Liurrep—Persons having claims are 
requested to send full particulars to the undersigned not later than Oct *7 Coole, 9, 
Carfax, Horsham 

Sttent Step anp Fioorine Co, Lunrep—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 5, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr 
Edward Ernest Johnson, 33, Mansfield chbrs, St Ann’s sq, Manchester, the liquidator 

UnNLimiTED In CHANCERY. 

WuirtixcTox AND Norta Loypon 516rTH Starr-Bowketr Buiipine Sociery—Creditors 
are required, on or before Nov 16, to send their names and esses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Messrs. Bye, Neale, and Slape, the liquidators, care of Clap- 
ham & Fitch, Devonshire sq, Bishopsgate 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 

Axtostock Frienpty Society, Three Greyhounds, Allostock, Knutsford, Chester Sept 25 

Rietey Baptist Benerit Society, Baptist Schoolroom, Ripley Sept 26 

True Brrron Frienpiy Society, Gwyn Arms, Alitwen, Glam Sept 24 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Sept. 25. 
Barrow, er a High st, Peckham, Gent Nov 7 Holcombe & Banks, Great James st, 
Bedf Ww 


‘ord ro 
Batcueor, Racuet, Kensington pl, Westminster Nov 11 Yeilding & Co, Vincent sq, 
Westminster 


Bearpsworts, James, Little Harwood, Blackburn, Brewer Nov2 Yates, Southport 

Bone, Cornexius, Bentworth, Southampton Oct 9 Godwin, Winchester 

Boorn, Isaac, Halifax, Architect Oct 24 Barstow & Midgley, Halifax 

Brown1xe@, Sopnra, Kenninghall rd, Clapton Oct 23 Palmer, Charles sq, Hoxton 

Byres, Patrick Morr, Manchester, Merchant Oct 31 Needham & Co, Manchester 

Carpenter, Saran, Camdenrd Novl4 Pettitt, Moorgate st 

Catt, Jouy, Sedlescomb, Sussex, Builder Nov7 Cruttenden, Battle 

Cements, Apranam, Holloway rd, Grocer Oct 12 McKelvie & Whiteside, Whitehaven 

Corre, Cuar.es Coorer, Burston, Staffs, Farmer Novi Morgan & Co, Stafford 

a ‘Witi1am Watrer, Earl of, Grosvenor sq Dec 22 Gamlen & Burdett, 
's inn sq 
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Day, Henry, Leicester, Cabinet Maker Nov10 Spencer & Co, Cheapside 
pares ao, Churt, Surrey, retired Publican Oct 26 Barrett & Dean, Slough, 
uc. 


Du Sautoy, Louisa, Dudley Oct 31 Wakefield, Taunton 
Exours, James Joseru Haypy, Leominster, Clerk in Holy Orders Nov 2 Sale, Leo- 


mee = Epwiy, Chipping Norton, Oxon, Coach Builder Oct 7 Kilby & Mace, Chipping 


orton 
Grarncer, Cuarves, Bredon, Worcs, Butcher Oct 23 Moores & Romney, Tewkesbury 
Hancox, Exizasetu, Bath Novié Little & Co, Bath 
Harrison, Gzorce, Stowe, Lincs, Farmer Nov 23 Hebb, Lincoln 


Hotpen, Samvet, Thelwall, Chester, Gent Oct 31 ER Pickmere, Kremlin drive, Stoney- 
croft, nr Liverpool 
Howakrp, Jane, Hulme, Manchester Oct 15 Tallent-Bateman, Manchester 


Lea, Isapetia, Netherton House, nr Bewdley, Wores Oct 26 Watts & Jobson, Dudley 
Lortus, Dove as, Ware, Herts, Captain in H. M.’s Army Nov 6 Baileys & Co, Berners st 
Lorp, Joux, Walsden, Lancs, Cotton Weaver Nov6 Blomley & Son, Todmorden 
Manzsn, Joux Wii11am, Fen ct, Solicitor Oct 31 Marsh & Turner, Fen ct, Fenchurch st 
Mason, Joun, Crosthwaite, Westmld, Yeoman Oct 31 Thompson, Kendal 


Parkes, Joun Cuampert ain, Hare st, Woolwich, Chemist Nov 10 Trinder & Capron, 
Cornhill ; and Pidcock, Woolwich 
lliffe & Co, 


Pgrrs, Joun WitHerineton, Chislehampton House, Oxon, Esq Oct 31 

Bedford row 
Ransome, Rosert James, Ipswich, Iron Founder Nov10 Notcutt & Son, Ipswich 
Sanvers, Jouy, Kiddington, Oxon, Farmer Nov9 Kilby & Mace, Chipping Norton 
SimcoEz, oe ena, ae Wolford, Dunkeswell, Devon, retired Captain R.N. Oct 23 

itamp & Co, Honiton 

bueen JOHN Arrnur, Dukinfield, Chester, Licensed Victualler Nov 6 Booth & 

Andrew, Ashton under Lyne 

London Gazette.—Tuxrspay, Sept 29. 

Amos, Jane, Hulme, Manchester Nov4 A & G W Fox, Manchester 


ASTELL, oe pes, Stow on the Wold, Glos, retired Innkeeper Novii Toy, Stow 
on the Wok 
Aston, Henry, Aston, Warwick, Coal Merchant Nov1 Woodward & Jevons, Birming- 


Barrett, Annie Mania, Newfoundland rd, Bristol Nov 28 Essery, Bristol 
Sesnes, Whsaan, Clayton, Bradford, Colliery Proprietor Oct 31 Weatherhead & Son, 


ey 

an. © Redcar, Yorks, Butcher Oct 31 Ward & Westrey, Middlesborough 

BusweE.t, Ricnarp, East Grinstead, Sussex, F.R.C.S. Oct 20 Horne & Birkett, Lincoln’s 
inn 


Sree Grorae, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks, Ironmonger Oct 10 Hoyle, Sowerby 

riage 

Cuarke, Epwarp WIi..1Am, Bancroft rd, Mile End, Provision Merchant Nov 30 Childs 
& Co, Chancery lane 





Cousins, Cuannes, Croydon, Gardener Oct 10 Rowland & Hutchinson, Croydon, Surrey 


Davies, Banat Lioyp, Milford Haven, Wine Merchant Oct9 Davies & Co, Haver- 
fordw 
EcuHaLaz, RR Sypyzy Oct 31 Reynolds, West Smithfield 


Freeman, Samvuet, Southowram, Halifax, Esq Nov1 Walker, Halifax 

Gonmm, Mansanee, region, Memeep Oct 30 Minchin & Co, Metal Exchange bldgs: 
Green, Sir bt wo B, Maneeee, K.C.M.G. Oct 30 Minchin & Co, Metal 
chore, Resear, a nr Wolverhampton, Licensed Victualler Nov 30 Dent 
Haz, Ricnarp Strange, Tme-in-Mackerfield, Lancs, Surgeon’ Nov7 Ackerley & Son, 
Hat, Temas Grunpy, Fenton, Staffs, Engine Fitter Oct 16 Day, Stoke on Trent 
Haworrn, James, Accrington, Gent Oct 31 Reddish, Church and Blackburn 

Jackson, Jamrs, St Michaels Hamlet, nr Liverpool, Gent Nov 12 Radcliffe & M Smith, 


James, Mary, Cheltenham Oct 31 Ticehurst & Sons, Cheltenham 


eee ig” re Frepenic, Berkeley sq, Esq Nov? Tathams & Pym, Frederick’s 
. ewry 
Macks, ALEXANDER ungee H, Usambiro, East Central Africa, Lay Missionary Oct 29 


uckell, Newport, 
Marriay, BENJAMIN James Pratt, Birmingham, Naval Brassfounder Novy 23 Newey, 


Birming' 
sawugnens, Frances Exizapern Maritpa, Chester Oct 31 Barker & Rogerson, 


Mruuer, Joun Stoprorp, Denton, Lancs, Gent Oct 31 Woolfenden, Denton 

Rog, Racuet Saran, Askew rd, Shepherd’s Bush Nov2 Algar, Abchurch lane 
Sanpers, Jonny, Kiddington, Oxon, Farmer Nov9 Kilby & Mace, Chipping Norton 

a -" Zyneneens, Caledonian rd, Islington, Lime Merchant Oct 31 Reynolds, 
Watmsiey, Evpuemia, Caton, nr Lancaster Oct 12 Sharp & Son, Lancaster 

Wisury, Danret, Brenchley, Kent, Gent Nov7 Woodbridge & Sons, Uxbridge 
Waricut, Joun, Attleborough, Norfolk, Builder Oct 12 Hall, Attleborough 

Warieut, Marrua, Attleborough, Norfolk Oct 12 Hall, Attleborough 





ee J _ Ricuarp, Sandal Magna, nr Wakefield, Maltster’s Manager Oct 31 Williams 


‘Wakefield 


Srepuens, Tasitua, Plymouth Nov 25 Elworthy & Co, Plymouth 

Ta.sot, WiLL14M, Radipole, Dorset, Esq. Nov3 Steggall & Hooper, Weymouth 

Tins, Jonny, Staines, Boat Builder Oct 31 Fenton & Cholmeley, Staines ® 
Trisz, Tuomas, Southborough, Kent, retired Nurseryman Oct 31 Nye, Brighton 
TRICKER, Gracesr, ren ty Fenchurch o Fenchurch st, Eating-house Keeper Oct 31 
West, Wintsas, Kingston upon Hull, Stockbroker Nov 20 England & Co, Hull 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, Sept. 25. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Pounp, Atrrep Jouy, , LW. 
Ne d Ryde 


Rawnstry, Bensamin, Bradford, Grocer 
22 


, Barrister at Law | Kox Avsias, Aprianus Corne.ivus, and Barruus JoHANNES 
} enhead, Tobacco Dealers Oct 5 at 


Pet Sept 23 Ord Kox ALsias, 
OMratora Pet | 2.30 Off Rec, 86, Vietoria et, Ls 
Mangere Laveen ued, 4 ben Ose 
) Swansea Pet Sept 2 | hire, Parmer Oct 3 at 12 Off Reo, St J 


» Shipb 





Avamson, Wit14m, Bolton, Skipmaker Bolton Pet Sept Rant a Bent 23 


23 Ord Sept 23 Ross, Joun Morcan, Swedish Wharf, st, Peckham, | Maxqui Sanax ] Barsara, Rumsam, nr Barnstaple, 

_—— + Cea Beaks Finsbury pymnt High Court Pet ‘Timber Merchant High Court ” Det Bop Sept 21 Ord | - Vietualier Oct 3'at 2 Sanders & 
Sept 21 Som High at Ba 

Baker, James Barnarp, Bristol, Chartered Accountant | ScuorreLp, WruL1am, Newark upon Trent, Fruiterer Not- Murcueit, Arraur B ith rd, West i late 

Bristol Pet Sept 21 ‘Ord Sept 21 ingham Pet Sept 210 rd Bept 21 . officer in = M.’s Army Oct 5 at 11 33, ny ty 


Daseiee, AuBREY, DE VERE, late Queen’s ing- 
Hig Pet Aug 24 O Boots 21 


——- 2 ioe 
Riese ‘Joun GopxBo.tp, Gt Yarmouth, Publican Gt Yar- = 


mout Pet t 21 Ord Sept 21 19 
aoe Srerxen WIii1aM, and 7 ego Bisuop, Gt Eastern 
Coal Depot, Spitalfields, Coal Merchants High Court 


Pet Sept 23 Ord Sept 23 
Bonenitt, WittiAM Gzorcz, Moss Side, nr Manchester, 
Architec Carver Salford Pet Sept 22 Ord 


Sept 22 
Brown, CHartes Epwarp, Hereford, late Licensed Vic- 
tualler Hereford Pet Sept 21 Ord 21 betes Hull Pet 3 
CARTRIDGE, tom ey Darwen, Tailor Blackburn Pet The following amended 
I1LLIAM, Fulham rd, Auctioneer High 
t4 Ord Sept 21 
AMSEY, Bradford, Drysalter Bradford 


TyLex, Esenezer, 
Pet 23 0 


CroakER, ALFRED lished in the 
Court P 


Eve@ar, DonaLp Greens, Daman 


Sent i a 

| Surrx, a a meetin, Farmer 
Leicester Pet "Sept 19 

SowrTer, Atrrep, and Lypia Mary ema » attinghem, 


tationers N Dos Geos 
Sran.ey, Epwiy, a Boot 
Pet 23 Ord 


» Yorks, 
Hull Pet phen 18 Ord Sept 21 
notice is substituted 4 that pub- 
London Gazette, Sept. 15. 


Gateshead, 
Tyne Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 


Acton, late House Decorator s 
Nessit, ALyrep Antuony, Camberwell New a. + —.iraan 


a oWalaall yy Oct 21 at 11.30 


~—— wnasas, © 
Porter, F rw Om yg ne oceupation Oct 3 at 


a, .) ae 


11.30 Off Temple avenue 
23 Pratt, Page ame Henry, "igi a orker Oct 6 
eet, Upholsterer Chelmsford at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, st, Lincoln’s inn 


fields 
Puan, Franx Joun, Luton, Beds, Publican Qct 22 at 11.30 
Court house, Luton 


Revue, ee Bradford, Grocer Oct 6 at 11 Off 
Ree, 31, row, Bradford 
’ oT Sax, ext Jost, Worcester, Plumber Oct 6 at 
Tinsmith Seuandtte on Worcester 
Revvo10s, Wie Henry Moorgate st, Merchant Oct 6 
atl 33, st, Lincoin’s inn 


Draper Kingston 


= Pet Sept 22 res Sept A 
WARD, an way, Chemist Bangor Pet Sept 22 pease Heyry sirxeewonta ( dewry st, Crutchedtriars, 
Ord Sept 22 FIRST MEETINGS. Corn Factor Oct 8 at » Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Exuiott, ALFRED Harrapen, Warwick st, - st, | Apamsox, Wiiu14M, Bolton, Skipmaker Oct 3 at 11 16, | Sexroy, CHARLES, South Norfolk, Farm 
Woollen Warehouseman ‘High Court Pet 22 ‘Wood st, Bolton Oct Sat 12 Off Reo, 8, King st, Norwich 
ogy Brown, Henry, Birmingham, Baker Oct 6 at 11 25, | Sugrrarnp, Percy, Newmarket, Trainer 
Fawcett, Henry, Walhampto Colmore Ont 34 pat 11 wg Bd Of fens 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 


onl Satan” Hants, Gent 
uthampton Pet July 20 0 ms 


Sout 

Fisuer, W1L11am, Manchester, publion? Manchester Pet 
Sept 19 Ord Sept 23 Burr, Artaur, Walbrook, 

Gapp, Issacuiar, Black Heath, Dare Rivet Maker Dud- 
ley Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 1 Cuerwynp, GEORGE, 

Grirriru, Henry, Blaenau F Festiniog, let, Saddler at 12 Bankru 
Blaenau Festiniog Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

Hucuss, Tuomas Freperiox, eee Heath, 
Warwic » Publican Birmingham 
Ord Sept 23 

JACKSON, JOHN, a Maney, Leed, Grocer Leeds Pet Sept 23 
Ord Sept 23 


Matiows, Ernersert, Wollaston, Northampton, Boot 
ufacturer Northampton Pet Sept 22 Ord sept 22 
Maye, Epwarp pee Reading, Brewer Reading 


et Sept 22 Ord Sept 22 
Mixis, Joun Cuaries, Pontypridd, Glam, Tea Dealer 
Ponty ee Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 
Mra: REDERICK GARLAND, Mancheste 
Court Pet June 25 Ord Jul 
Pua Wiuiau, Walsall, Hame 
21 Ord 21 


row, 
a Wituiam, Great 


bury, 
23 


5 at 2.30 
Fisuer, WILLIAM, 
's chmbrs, 


one ieonon, 
Off Rec, 74, New! 


Gisss, | 
OF ester square, Gent 
a 

er Walsall Pet 


erefordshire, late 
23 Oe en 
t High Court 


rae Frank ILLIAM, Pe Keen. & 


Pur, Tr F, Gt Winchester by thester ot, Finamoial coat 


Ord Sept 23 


KEtty, a 
10.45 





ec, Tuomas, eee. 


Marton, nr 
Oct 9 at 3.30 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, 
Financial 


fi 
Epaar, h Domes Ramsgy, Bradford, Drysalter Oct 6 at 
11.30 


fa Hexar, Welhamptos, > 
Ree, 4, East utham: 
Manchester, i 


idge st, Manchester 


ILLIaM WILSON, ahd in Furness, 
aaa Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, 
G & Co, 0, Nottin ham, Mantle 
ae g 
bo Nottingham, Mantle 


Pa 4 CowELL, 
ll Off st, Sunderland 


Furness, 
Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 


Blackpool, Market 


Agent Oct 7 at 12 
inn fields 


Sars, a ny ably | oo splnammaead Oct 
— Seb ae 
Srapies, James E versq Oct7at1 33, 


Grocer Oct 14 at 
Barrow in Furness 
Loa ay Oct 8 at 12 


Tailor’ ‘Oct 7 at 2.90 


Tomiinson, JOSEPH, 
10.30 Off 

Tro.wor:g, J. 
Bankru 

Yeates, Grorez, 
Holyrood 


ong: 
16, Cornwallis 
ct, Wi 


row, Bradford 
Newport, I Iw 

a notice is substituted for that pub- 

in the London Gazette, Sept. 15. 

a Gores, ig = «i ghee lca Sept 23 
at 11.30 


, Hants, Gent 
2 at 3 
Brickla: dane 
carpenter Get 7 at 2 


Draper’s 


Publican The follo 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Anameen, Waseca Skipmaker Bolton Pet Sept 


Benns, Joun Gopsotp, Gt Yarmouth, Publican Gt Yar- 
er a 
IN ’ 
ae. Tuomas Lo and Ji 
RTH, WE, (OHN 
‘Buxton, Provision Dealers 
| Aug 18° Ord 


Manstosturase Oct 2 
2at 





Painter Oct 14 at 
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Brown, CHar.es Le af ay Hereford, late ——- Vic- 
tualler Hereford Pet Sept 21 Ord Sept 2 
Cartriper, SHem CARTER, en, Tailor , ere 
Sept 22 Ord Sept 22 
bat eee Baker Walsall Pet Aug 14 
ll 
Eytox, Tuomas Wynter, Rue a Paris, Printer 
Court Pet July 22 Ord 
Gavp, Issacurar, Black Heath, Sait, Rivet Maker 
Dudley Pet Sept 19 way 1 
GaTrRaLL, Tuomas, Sandown, I hw tga Newport 
and Ryde Pet 17 Ord Se 


ufacturers Manchester Pet 


Gort Davip. CHARLES ome Lesser, Ancoats, 
. Manchester » Garment Man h 


Aug 21 Ord a 
Gowpy, Sar WELL, Sunderland, Grocer Sunder- 


Gryiis, CuarLes Bere, Bruges, Belgium High Court 
Pet May 9 Ord Sept 21 


Havit1, Henry Symons, St. A ine’s rd, cor sq, 
Clerk . Court Pet July 4 Ord Sept 21 

Hocxine, R. H., Kentish Town rd, Cheesemonger High 

Court Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 23 

Hvueues, Tuomas Frepericx, Bodymoor Heath, bury, 
Warwickshire, blican Birmingham Pet i 23 


pay, dang 
Jackson, Jouy, Armley, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Sept 
23 Ord Sept 23 


Kitrxs, Gustav, Bartholomew shee Manufacturer High 
Court Pet 1 Ord Sept 

Lers, Jonn, Audlem, Cheshire, “Butcher Nantwich and 
Crewe Pet et Aug 22 Ord Sept 2 

Mattows, Erxe.sert, Wollaston, Tictetineitien Boot 
Manufacturer Northampton Pet Sept 22 Ord Sept 


22 
Manquiss, Saran Barsara, Rumsam, nr Barnstable, 
retired Licensed Victualler Barnstable Pet Aug 13 


Ord Sept 22 4 
Mitts, a ae Pontypridd, Glam, Tea Dealer 
Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 
O’SULLIVAN, 4 my Swansea, W: ouseman Swansea 
Pet Aug 24 t 23 
Patmer, Henry James, Bath, Wine Merchant Bath Pet 
A 


1 22 
Posen AsrauamM, Billinghay, Lincoln, Grocer Boston 
Pet 8 Ord 
Parkes, Mee alsall, Hame Maker Walsall Pet 
21 


Ord Sept 21 
Porrer, F W A. Ongar, uae no occupation Chelmsford 
Pet Ord 


Pounp, pl Jouy, Wroxall, I W, Barrister Newport 
and Ryde Pet Sept 23 Ord Sep t 23 
Pye, Wituiam Bettany, Burdett vad, Bow, Fishmonger 
Pet t 16 Ord Sept 1 
war P A, Derby, Merchant Tigh Court Pet July 6 


23 
Rawnstry, Bensamix, Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet 
Sept Sept 22 : 
Scnorietp, WILLIAM, 2 upon Trent, Fruiterer Not- 
ham Pet Ord Sept 21 


Suerrarp, Percy, Eaaiaaieeh er of Race Horses 
Cambridge 4 Ord Sept 21 


Pet Sept 
basi Cuartes Frepericx, Southwark st, Wholesale 
High Court Pet Sept1 Ord Sept 23 
WILiiaMs, rn ay nTHONY, Stroud, Nurseryman’s Traveller 
Gloucester Pet April 27 Ord Sept 23 
Yeates, Georcr, Sandown, I ft ailor Newport and 
Ryde Pet Sept12 Ord Sept 22 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 29. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
antes, Joun, Liverpool, Grocer Liverpool Pet Sept 18 
25 
ALLERTON, James THomas, Birmingham, Grocer Birming- 
Pet Ord Sept 
Barrie, Sipvey, Exeter; Baker Exeter Pet Sept 25 Ord 
25 
Burcuer, Franx, Southsea, Painter Portsmouth Pet 
22 Ord Sept 22 
Cuark, Jonn Tuomas, Drinkstone, On ey A a gaamaacaed 
Bury 8t Edmunds Pet Sept 23 Ord Se 
CLARKE, ey JAMES, — Tobsonnice Hereford 
Pet Ord Sept 24 
Craaea, Thoxas ee Sa Yorks, Plumber 
a Bristol Pet 
a, Furniture Dealer 


it 25 
‘obacconist. Cardiff 


OR ao I ons, 
Downs, pm "Bae, Tan 
Fisner, Rosert Orrceeet Conif 
Pet 24 Ord 24 
a bg theg] wn st, Piccadilly, Gent High 
“pet June 24 Ord Sept 2 
Goopainy T Tom Bradford, Beerhouse Keeper Bradford Pet 


Ord Sept 23 


PE wig are, Manchester, Manufacturer’s Agent 
17 
Guy, Frepericx, Newport, I W, OWhecberight Newport Pet 


Rept 26 Ord Sept 26 
Hearacote, Henry Fisuer, Yelverton, Devon, — 
Major East Stonehouse Pet Sept 25 Ord Sept 25 
Hevers, James, Mill Hil rd, Acton, Builder Brentford 
Pet 25 Ord Sept 25 


IpELAND, ptain ny eng Samvet, Duke st, St James’s 
Pet Aug 20 Ord Sept 25 
Jaacarp, Rosert, Whittlesford, — Cattle Dealer 
Pet Sept 26 Ord Sept 26 
Lear-TurxetLt, Epwarp, Aberystwith, Draper Aberyst- 
with Pet Sept 26 Ord Sept 26 


Lever, Frepericx be ney gga Painter Man- 
chester 26 Sept 26 


Sept 
Pzapon, Joun Pryer, and Arrnur Frepericx Prapon, 
Pet Sept 25. Ord Sept 
Pertincer, ~ — Con ; Halifax Pet 


Por a Be ire, Innk Bur- 
i ig als 


reyng Lace Manufacturers 





PRESTON, ey emai. ihe Plumber Leicester 
Pet Sept 26 Ord Sept 26 
Rivcens, Aubert, Ryde, Butcher Ryde Pet Sept 24 Ord 
it 24 


Sep 
Ritey, Henry, and Ricuarp Ritey, Church, nr Accrin * ton, 
Cotton Manufacturers Blackburn Pet Sept 26 Ord 
it 26 


Roserts, Joun, Portdinorwic, Carnarvonshire, Oil Vendor 
Bangor Pet Sept 26 Ord Sept 26 

RowsotHam, Freperick, Pendleton, tose formerly 
Builder Salford Pet Sept 26 Ord Sept 

Rowsoruam, J K & Co, Union ct, Old Broads st, "aa 
Agents Hi h Court Pet Sept 5 Ord -* 

Sapier, Jonn Howroyp, Swallow st, a , Jobmaster 
High Court Pet Sept 24_ ad Sept 24 

SEABoRN, FREDERICK, Dorset, Draper Dor- 
chester Pet Sept 18 Ord Sep’ t 24 

Srrawsaum, Maurice, Rinniaghom, Jeweller Birmingham 

Pet ton, Gi 25 Ord Sept 25 

Taytor, Cuartes, and Witi1amM Taytor, Moss Side, nr 
ce Manchester, Builders Salford Pet Sept 25 Ord 

it 25 

hecnmunr, Witiiam Hearysnaw, Bingham, a late 

Ses a Victualler Nottingham Pet Sept 25 Ord 
it 25 

Varney, Taomas James, Leeds, Engineer Leeds Pet 
Sept 24 Ord Sept 24 

Watkpen, Peter WitiiAm, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, a 
Grocer Burton-on-Trent. Pet Sept 26 Ord Sept 26 

Warps, Josern Water, Brighton, Boot rd ll 
Brighton Pet Sept 26 Ord Sept 26 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Baker, James Barnarp, Bristol, Chartered Accountant 
Oct 7 at 1 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Bristol 
Batuam, FREDERICK, and JOHN Mircuett, Portsea, Boot- 
makers Oct 13 at3 Off Rec, Cambridge jnctn, High st, 
Portsmouth 
ae et oe Earl’s Court rd, Upholsterer Oct 9 at 12 
itey bidgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 
ome meer Winttiam, and Jasrez Bisnor, Great 
Eastern Coal Depot, Spitalfields, Coal Merchants Oct 
7 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Portuga! st, Lincoln’s inn 
fields 
Biackman, Atsert Jony, Hinton rd, Camberwell, Coal 
Merchant Oct9ati1 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Boyeniti, WittiAM GrorGr, Moss Side, nr Manchester, 
Architectural Carver Oct 6 at 2.30 Ogden’s chmbrs, 
Bridge st, Manchester 
a, Frayx, Southsea, Painter Oct13at3.30 Off 
Rec, Cambridge Junction, High st, Portsmouth 
Cantaron, Suem Carter, Darwen, Tailor Oct 14 at 1 
County Court house, Blackburn 
Cansanite, Arrnor, Teignmouth, Silk Mercer Oct 9 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 
CLARKE, Puitip Wricut, Hatton gdn, Jeweller Oct 8 atl 
33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Cuay, ‘SANDFORD Nevitx, Bath, Gent Oct 7 at 12 Off Rec, 
Bank chmbrs, Bristol 
CuNNINGHAM, Davin, Oakley, Croxhall, Staffs, Farmer 
Oct 9 at 2.30 Peel Arms Hotel, Tamworth 
De Levvintz, WittiAm Reve, Marquis, Walsingham 
House, Piccadilly, J ournalist’ Oct 8 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Downs, ARTHUR Epw arp, Landport, Furniture Dealer 
Oct 13 at 4 Off Rec, Cambridge Junc, High st, Ports- 
mouth 
Frowers, Henry, Bristol, Coffee house Keeper Oct 7 at 
12.30 Off Ree, Bank chmbrs, Bristol 
ForsHaw, Witirax Henry, Fairfield rd, Bow, Clerk Oct 
9 at 12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Forster, Ropert Henry, Middlesborough OctS8at3 Off 
Ree, Middlesborough’ 
Gooparr, Tom, Bradford, Beerhouse Keeper Oct 7 at 11 
Off Ree, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
Gorvon, James, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer Oct 6 
at2 County Court bldgs, Northampton 
Groome, THomas Mason, ester, Wine. Merchant Oct 8 at 
2 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 
Harrisoy, Epwarp, Upton lane, Forest fate, Farmer 
Oct 6at8 Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 
Histon, Witi1am Leonarp, Silverstone, Northampton- 
shire, Builder Oct 9 at4 County Court bdgs, North- 
ampton 
Horkiys, Georce Wii11am, Braunston, Northamptonshire, 
Butcher Oct 6at3 County Court bdgs, Northampton 
JaGcGarD, Rossert, Whittlesford, Cambs, Cattle Dealer 
Oct 9 at 12 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 
Jones, Witi1aM Exxis, Ynyshir, Glam, Contractor Oct 6 at 
12 Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 
Kirk, Wiri11am, Brixworth, Northamptonshire, Saddler 
Oct 9 at 3 County Court bdgs, No pton 
Kyort, Aurrep, Great Grimsby, Fish Merchant Oct 7 at 
10.30 ion Ree, 15, Osborne st, Great Grimsby 
Lawson, Jouy, Hilderthorpe, Yorks, of no oecupation 
as 6 a 10.15 Off Ree, 74, Newborough st, Scar- 
LeEs, god Audlem, Cheshire, Butcher Oct 9 at 11 
Royal Hotel, Crewe 
Tam nt STEPH HEN, Swansea, Innkeeper Oct 13 at 
Off Rec, 97, Oxford st, Swansea 
Mita 3 or CHARLES, Pontypridd, Glam, Tea Dealer 
Oct 8 at 12 Off Rec, Merthyr — 
Peet, T. F., Great Winchester st, cial Agent Oct 8 
at 12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Pore JOHN, Halifax, Corn Dealer Oct 8 at 10.30 
0 ax 
PuRDEN, GhorcE Sranuey, Ryde, I. W., Hotel Keeper 
Oct 14at3 Royal Kent Hotel, Union st, Ryde 
Pye, Wituiam Be.iamy, Burdett rd, Bow, Fishmonger 
Oct 6 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge — 
River, Henry, and Ricuarp itxy, Church, nr A 
Cotton Manufacturers Oct 6 at3.30 Off Rec, Odgen’s 
chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Rocers, CHARLES, Westminster bridge rd, Boot Dealer Oct 
18 at1 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Rocers, JOsEPH, Hanover sq, Dentist Oct 14 at 12 8, 
Carey st, coln’s inn 





ScHorietp Wit.iAm, Newark w upon Tren Trent, Fruiterer Oct6 


atll Off Rec, St Peter’s 

SEABORN, FReperick, Beaminster, ey Draper Oct 12 
at1 Inns of Court Hotel, h Holborn 

Sepewick, Grorcr STANLEY, ‘We st, Financial Agent 
Oct 13 at12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Sueenarp, Jony, Bell terrace, ‘‘hurchfield rd, Acton, late 
House Decorator Oct 6 at 12 Off Ree, 95, Temple 
chmbrs. Temple avenue 

Smirn, Reainatp Epe@ar, Sevenoaks, Kent. Auctioneer 
Oct 6 at 12.30 24, Railway app, London bridge 

Sranvey. Epwin, Leicester, t Manufacturer Oct 7 at 
12 Off Rec, 34, Friar lane, Leicester 

Srapiey. Henry, Botol, ne Basen, Fa Farmer Oct 6 at 12 

ff Rec, 4, Pavilion 

ai, Jouy, oun hy "et is 18 at12 Off Rec, 97 
Oxford st, Swansea 

Tuomas, WILtiam, Neath, Glam, Licensed Victualler Oct 
13 at 11.30 Off Rec, 97, Oxford st, Swansea 

Turner, WitiiAM Hunter, Finsbury pavement, Arcnitect 
Oct 14 at 11 33, Carey st, — s inn 

Watker, THomas, Whitby, Corn Miller Oct 
Tat3 Off Rec, Middlesborough 

Warsurrton, Watrer, Worksop, Notts, Chemical Manu- 
facturer Oct 13 at 3 » Fi lane, Sheffield 

Wetcn, Josern, Redditch, Crochet ‘ook Manufacturers 
Oct 7 at12 25, Colmore row, Birmingham 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
ALLEN, Joun, Liverpool, Grocer Liverpool Pet Sept 18 
Ord it 25 


Battine, Sipney, Exeter, Baker Exeter Pet Sept 25 
Ord Sept 25 


Cameron, Fixuay, Portsea, Bookseller’s Manager Ports- 
mouth Pet Aug 31 Ord Sept 8 

Cuiark, Jonn Tuomas, Drinkstone, Suffolk, ee 
Bury 8t Edmunds Pet — 22 Ord Sept 2: 

CLARKE, Henry James, Hereford, Tebacomios” Hereford 
Pet Sept 24 Ord Sept 24 

Craa@c, Tuomas Wiiiiam, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Plumber 
Bradford Pet Sept 25 Ord Sept 25 

Downs, ArtHur Epwarp, Landport, Furniture Dealer 
Portsmouth Pet Sept 24 Ord Sept 25 

DunninG, James Foster, late Salelinen bldgs, Stock- 
broker High Court Pet Aug 6 Ord Sept 24 

EpGar, Donap Raae, Bradford, Drysalter Bradford 
Pet Sept 22 Ord Sept 23 

moa Tom, Bradford, Beerhouse Keeper Bradford Pet 
Sept 23 Ord Sept 23 


Groomer, Tuomas Mason, a Wine Merchant Chester 
Pet Aug19 Ord Sept 25 

Guy, Frepericx, Newport, W, Wheelwright Newport Pet 
Sept 26 Ord Sept 26 

Hecxscuer, Ricnarp, jun., Lombard st, Financial Agent 
High Court Pet Feb 24 Ord Sept 25 

JacGarp, Rozert, Whittlesford, 
Cambridge Pet Sept 26 Ord ‘Sept 

Kox AuBias, ApRIANUS CoRNELIUS, a _ beet 8 JOHANNES 
Kox Ausuas, Birkenhead, Tobacco Dealers Birken- 
head Pet Aug’24 Ord Sept 24 

Lever, Freperick WALTER, chester, Painter Man- 

ester Pet Sept 26 Ord Sept 26 

PatMER, Epwarp James Brecxnock, Caledonian rd, Com- 
mercial Traveller High Court Pet Aug 17 Ord 
Sept 25 

Preapoy, Joun Pryer, and Arruur Freperick Peapox, 
Long Eaton, Derbyshire, reed Lace Manufacturers 
Derby Pet $ > 14 Ord Sept 25 

Pornton, Josepu, Measham, Derbyshire, pepe Bur- 

tonon Trent Pet Sept 26 Ord Sept 

Putrer, Wit.iam, + frre Printer , ae Pet 
Sept 4 Ord Se ng 4 

eer. S Avert, Ryde, Butcher Ryde Pet Sept 24 Ord 


— Cattle Dealer 


pt 2 

Ri1ey, eee: and Ricnarp Rixey, Church, nr Accring- 
ton, Cotton Manufacturers Blackburn ‘Pet Sept 25 
Ord Sept 26 

Roserts, Joun, Portdinorwic, Carnarvonshire, Oil Vendor 
Bangor Pet Sept 26 Ord Sept 26 

Sapier, Jonny Howrovp, Swallow sc, a Jobmaster 

High Court Pet Sept 24 Ord Sept 25 

Sexton, Cuarves, South Pickenham, Norfolk, Farm Stew- 
ard’ King’s Lynn Pet Aug 21 Ord Sept 18 

SueruarD, Joun, Bell ter, Churchtield rd, — House 
Decorator Brentford Pet Sept 22 Ord Sept 24 

Smiru, meg I EpGar, Sevenoaks, —_ ee 
Tunbridge Wells Pet Sept11 Ord Sept 2 

Tayior, Cuarzes, and Wittiam Tayor, Moss Bide, nr 
=e Builders Salford Pet Sept 25 Ord 

TuorNLey, Witt1AM Hearnsuaw, Bingham, Notts, late 
Bent ensed Victualler Nottingham Pet Sept 25 Ord 

home EBENEZER, eat Upholsterer Chelmsford 
Pet Sept 23. Ord Se 

Vaney, Tuomas James, s, Engineer Leeds Pet Sept 

rd Sept 24 

Wianieaen ALTER, Worksop, Notts, ae Manu- 
facturer Sheffield Pet Sept 17 

Wakrp.e, Josern — a ary Boot , ae 
Brighton ty Hilt 

Wiiiams, Iran, i Berkeley = High Court Pet 
May 28 Ord Sept 2: 


SALE OF ENSUING WEEK. 


Oct. 8.—Messrs. FAREBROTHER, Exuis, Cuark, & Co., at the 
Mart, E.C., at 2 o’clock, Freehold Ground-Rents (see 
saicvaceniaice, vit 5th, p. 2). 





Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity in the Country, it 
is requested that application be made direct 
to the Publisher. 
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All letters intended tor publication in the 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 

The Subscription to the Soutorrors’ JoURNAL és 
—Town, 26s.; Country, 288.; with the 
WEEKLY REPORTER, 52s. Payment in advance 
include Double Numbers and Postage. Sub 
scribers can have their Volwmes bound at the 
office—cloth, 2s. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 





SALE DAYS FOR THE YEAR 1891. 
\ | ESSRS. 0 LRESBUTEEE, ELLIS, 
+ eee, & to announce that the foll wing 
—— eet d atthe Auct r oes: SALES a during the year 15; 
at the ion Mart, Tokenhouse-' 
Bank of land, E.C, : 
Thurs, Oct 8 | Thurs, Qot 29 | Pear; Deo 10 
yg Pi Nov 5 a Thurs, Dec 10 , 


Messrs. : Farebrother, -_ Clark, & Co. publish in the 
advertisement columns of “The Times” every a ee a 
complete list of baa forthco sales ty om auction. 
also i fro: time schedules ot pee Dw pan ee to ps let 


PROBATE VALUATIONS ei 


JEWELS AND SILVER PLATE, &c. 





Lonvon, E.C., 


LzeaL Proresston or PurcHass the same for cash if 
Under the patronage of H.M. The Queen and H.S.H. Prince Louis of Battenberg, K.C.B. 


SPINK & SON, Gotpsurrus ann Sriversmrrus, 1 anp 2, Gracecnuncu-staeet, Oo; 
y to announce that they acovnaTsy appraisg the’ above for the 


Established 1772. 





Policies 


NATIONAL REVERSIONARY INVESTMENT COMPANY 
(Instituted 1837). 
For the Parchase of Absolute or Contingent Reversions, Life Interests, and 
Assurance 


on Lives. 


Orrice—63, OLD BROAD STREET, LONDON, E.O. 





Chairman—A. P. md hg TAMEDAER, Esq. 
Biaa, Epwarp F. 
PonsonBy, The Hoo. 5 Cc. W. 


Scappinc, WaLTE 
» Waltetictes—Mesers. ILIFFE, 





Deputy-Chairman—AUG. W. GADESDEN, Esq. 
‘Taw, Puncy, Esq . 


Teorran, W.. Be 
Bedford-row. 








Forms for submitting Proposals for Sale may 


be obtained at: the Offices of the Company. 
G. A. RENDALL, Szcrrrary. 





or sold, compri = aglow residential estates, farms, 
freehold —~ yee bg at City offices and h » 

und-ren: generally, which will be 
Crweslied tree of charge on & lication. No, aaa 
street, Temple-bar, and 18, Old Broad-street, E. 


ROEHAMPTON, 8. 

Bd gg 
—The impo: = 

Freshold Estate, known as Downshire Neuen, vente in 
Roeham; pton-lane, close to the Sheen entrance to Rich- 
— ie cae te Tamues Biollan to tie tenes end 
estern Railway, and only about half-an-hour’s 

one ‘from the lis. It 





ve ui iy and 
sure kitchen and fruit gardens with of 
g ouses, and the sev f -like 
meadow land, ing 1 


ham: -lane, and immedia‘ y available for building 
development, including the Reversion jn fee, subject to a 
Ui> intsowst, of 9 cheaming eotings sexttence ond belt on 


Mess. 2 FAREBROTHER, BLLAB, 


CLARK, CO. are instructed to by 
AUCTION, on THURADAY, 15th OCTOBER 1891 
(unless they recei oy offer of 
fr the aeons valnabio OLD PROPERTY, 

the advantages of a retired country residence on 
DS contam ot London, with capabilities of developing a 
considerable proportion of the land for 
snon, Ross Nerten mk Con paints y be had 
strest, Westaninwter Ai licitors, Ni 


Temple-bar, and 1s, Old Broad- 





-—By order of the Trustees of the late Sir 
lunt.—A valuable Freehold 


and 
lane; capital wharf, with extending jetty, steam 
end overy facility for the ready reception God delivery of 








goods. 
ESSRS. FARESROTHES, ELLIS, 
CLARK, & will f SALE 
TION, at the MART “Tokenhouse- = d B.C. on a on RS. 
DAY, "oth NO a SENT te 
prone offer iANSOLD 
bo : 

Particulars, with may be can of Messrs. Oliver 
& Sons, Solicitors, street, Lincoln’s-inn; and of 
Messre. F , Hillis, Clark, & » 29, 
and 18, Old Broad-street, E.C. 

E PARK. 


ies, comprising No. 36, 
Fpebiag hoes oh Aa00 por eaten, on sad No.4 Bighby- 
pr apt yee 
ESSRS. BEAN, BURNETT, & ELD- 
at py AUCTION MART, Tokenhouse- 


of the vag ~ meg + i—Messrs. James 
H ; Messrs. & 
street, W.C.; Messrs. Cl & 


Roe. | AUCTION MART, 


BAYSWATER. 

Re R. H. Clutterbuck, Esq., deceased.—A very safe invest- 
ment, No. 136, Queen’s-road, let at 28 ~) -sg sor eae, lease 
about 47 Ground-ren: 

ESS. BEAN, BURNETT, & 
RIDGE will SELL the above by AUCTION, at the 
MART, on OCT. 26. 
Particulars as in preceding advertisement. 


oes BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1891. 
DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 


ZAAiy  BDG EWATER to announce 
pwd 0, of LANDED ESTA’ Investments, 
Buil a ‘Gent haste Advowsons, 
Shares, and other Properties will be held at the 
Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of 
England, in the City of London, as follows :— 
Tuesday, Nov 3 Tuesday, Dec 8 
| rueeday, Nov i7 | , 











da: 
}YSBEHOLD GROUND-RENT.—City of 
London.—The Mey yy Sewers of the Crry 


Turspay, the 3rd of Novemser, 1891, at half. 1 
desk oath, ERS for the 
of the LD GROUND-RENT (of £787 per annum) 
and REVERSIO. P. at the corner of 


and oe geen to te bed ot Oe 
office, together the conditions of 
Tenders must be sealed, endorsed outside “ Tender for 


be addressed to undersigned at 
ofc, and be delivered before 1 o'lock on the said hor ot 





Mees. ROBT. W. MANN & SON, 
SURVEYORS, VALUEBS, 
AUCTIONEERS, HOUSE AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


(Rost. st Mayn, pend Tuomas R. F.S.L, 
J. Bacsuaw F.S.1., W. H. Mann), 


BOP ery ena a oe > agin 8.W., and 





82, Lowndes-street, Belgrave-square, 8,W. 





REVERSIONS, ANNUITIES, LIFE 
LIFE CIES, 





SUN 22: FIRE OFFICE, London, B.C. 
Established 1710. The Oldest purely Fire 


be Leg 
La De Gas ee 
- 40, CHAN Y LANE, W.C., 





Betise LAW FIRE INSURANCE 
COMPANY, Limited. 
Offices—5, Lothbury, Bank, London, E.C. 





ssi and UNIVERSAL BANK, 
Limited. 


449, Strand, Charing-cross, London, 8.W. 
Authorised Capital, £1,000,000. 
Reserve Fund, &c., £170,000. 








Established 1803. 

1, Old Broad-street, E.C., and 22, Pall Mall, 8.W. 
Subscribed Capital, £1,200,000; Paid-up, £300,000. 
Total Invested Funds over £1,600,000. 

E. COZENS SMITH, 





General Manager. 
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THE 
NATIONAL PROVINCIAL TRUSTEES AND 
ASSETS CORPORATION, LIMITED, 


Is prepared to act as TRUSTEE for DEBENTURE 
HOLDERS, and to receive proposals for LOANS, the 
PURCHASE of ASSETS and the ISSUE of SHARES in 
sound COMMERCIAL UNDERTAKINGS, or GUARAN- 
TEEING DEBENTURES and other SECURITIES. 

CHARLES NORRIS, Secretary. 

Offices, 70, Queen-street, Ch de, London, E.C. 


NINETEENTH® CENTURY BUILDING) = 
: SOCIET 


’ 
Adelaide-place, London Bridge, EC. 


Drrecrors : 
Henry Watpemar Lawrence, J.P., Chairman. 
Marx H. Jupex, A.R.1.B.A. 
Miss Bipper. 
nage Coney, Q.C. 
F. H. A. isneasess, F.S.1. 
Miss Orme 


Henry Rurr. 


Shares £10, interest 5 per —_. 
received at 4 per 
;wals (shares or La Poe t) at cho short notice. 
Advances promptly made on hold or leasehold pro- 
pace ag of repayments, legal and survey charges, very 
Prospectus 


FREDERICK LONG, Manager. 


UARDIAN FIRE and LIFE OFFICE. 
Head Office—11, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 

Law Courts Branch—21, Fleet-street, E.C. 
Established 1821. Subscribed Capital, Two Millions. 
Directors : 

CuarnmMan—Hennry Joun Norman, Esq. 
Deruty-Cuarman—Grorce LAKE, Esq. 
Henry Bonham-Carter, John Hunter, Esq. 
Wn. Hill Da’ Esq. oo | Rt. Hon. G. 7. Shaw-Lefevre, 
Charles F. Devas, M.P. 
Granville F. R. Farquhar, 
Alban G. H. Gibbs, Esq. 
James Goodson, 
John J. welsh sang oderick Pryor, Hea 
John G. Tal t, Esq., M.P. 
Richard } M. Faakey, Boa Henry Vigne, Esq. 

Aoruary anv Szcretary—T. G. C. Browne. 
Manacer or Frnt Departuent—A. J. Relton. 
Share ba aap at present paid up and invested ... £1,000,000 
Total Funds upwards Of.................00600ccccccceeeeeee 4,516,000 
Total ‘Rend tase o 0 EAE ae 938,000 

N.B.—Fire Policies which ire at MICHAELMAS 
ice, or with the Agents, 
on or before the 14th day of OCTOBER. 


Capital - £3,000,000 
FULLY SUBSCRIBED £1,502,000' 
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issued and 
guaranteed 














Advances 
onMortgage 
securities 
































ESTABLISHED 18651. 


BIRKBECK BANK 


‘buildings, Chancery-lane. 
INTEREST allowed on DEPOSITS 





THREE per CENT. 
repayable on Dicmend: 


TWO per CENT. on CURRENT ACCOUNTS, calculated 
on aiaiioum monthly balances, when not drawn below £100. 


STOCKS, SHARES, and nd ANNUITIES purchased and 


sold. 
SAVINGS ‘DEPARTMENT 
For the encouragement of Thrift the Bank receives small 
—_ on di it, and allows Interest at the rate of THREE 
. per annum, on each completed £1. 


FRANCIS RAVENSCROFT, Manager. 


Ho TO PURCHASE A HOUSE FOR 
: eee PER MONTH, OR A PLOT OF 
LAND FOR FIVE SHILLINGS PER ‘MONTH. 
The BIRKBECK ALMANACK, with full particulars 
post free on application. 
FRANCIS RAVENSCROFT, Manager 


UILDING SOCIETIES.— Solicitors in 











London or the Country desirous of acting for Societies 
with Special Features should address Mr. New, 9, Mincing- 


e, E.C. 


SOLICITOR in Practice wishes to com- 

municate with an admitted Gentleman to start an 
Office in a Country Town; must be energetic and a 
advocate; no salary, but liberal ea as to profits. 
—Write, B., carefof Messrs. Reynell & Son, 44, Chancery- 











lane, W.C. 
ONEY.— Householders or Lodgers 
desirous of obtai immediate Advances upon their 
Furniture or other negotiable security are invited to call at 


the offices of the ConsoipaTEp Company, Limirep, 43, Great 
Tower-street, E.C.,and arrange; Billsof Saleand Executions 
paid out; no fees; the full sum advanced without deduc- 
tion; an old -established and genuine firm.— Address, 
MANAGER. 


ANTED to PURCHASE, Odd Volumes 
of Bligh’s House of Lords Reports (New Series).— 
Send volumes and price to Craw ey, os Eccles-road, 
Lavender-hill. 


OOKS BOUGHT.—To Executors, Solici- 
tors, &c.—HENRY SOTHERAN & CO., 136, 
Strand, and 87, Piccadilly, PURCHASE a ges og fo 
smaller collections of Boo , in town or coun 
utmost value in cash; also value for PROBA’ E.. me 
perienced valuers promptly sent. Removals without trouble 
or expense to sellers. Established 1816. nee 
Ad . Bookmen, London. Code in use, Unicod 











a, GAZETTE (published by authority) and 
NDON and C OUNTRY ADVER TISEMENT 
» FLEET 


OFFICE. —No. 117, 
STREET. 
HEY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 
ao to direct the attention of the Legal Professior 
to the adv. — of his long experience of upwards of 
forty years, in special insertion of all pro forma notices, 
&c., and hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B. 
Forms, Gratis, for Statutory Notices to Creditors and Dis- 
— of ” Partnership. ip, with necessary Declaration 
fficial stamps for advertisements and file of “ Lenten 
Gazette” kept. By appointment. 


T° LAWYERS and FAMILY HIS- 
=. —Registers searched; Wills found; Pedi- 
; Books and Papers copied, in British Museum, 


cord Ofte Office, and Local ew ies.—Pracock & Peacock, 
Genealogical Specialists, 41, Wych-street, W.C. 


THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 TO 1890. 


* Deion soos 
bia 


Every uisite under the above Acts supplied 
_ shortest notice. ma Oe 














— BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate 


MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 


printed in the ‘orm for ti d 
Ree SHARE CERITFICATER D ENTURES, | f 
FFICIAL 


CHEQUES, &c., engraved and rinted. 


SEALS designed and executed. No for Bkotebos 


Solicitors’ s’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO,, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 
49, FLEET- STREET, LON DON, E.C. (corner 
of Serjeants’ -inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





EDE AND SON, 


ROBE Seh MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 


To Her the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judea Bench, Corporation of London, &e. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
Clerks, and Clerks of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


PERFECT SANITATION. 
The SANITARY and DOMESTIC ENGINEERING CO., 


- FIRST-CLASS SANITARY ENGINEERS AND 
(Established 1880.) PLUMBERS. (Estimates Free.) 
Principal, Irwin C. Wautas, Consulting Sanitary Engineer. 
Sprciauists in House Drainage and perfect Sani’ 
ements for Town and Country Dwellin; ken, 
Schools, Hospitals, Workhouses, Barracks, Clu’ ’ Hotels, &e. 
N.B.—Schedule of Charges Free on application. (Only address) 


The SANITARY WORKS, KILBURN, London, N.W. 








TREATMENT OF INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOME, 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
Terms, 2 to 5 guineas. 
Apply to Taz Mepican SuPERINTENDENT. 


THE LAWN, LINCOLN. 


EGISTERED HOSPITAL for MENTAL 
DISEASES, containing from 60 to 70 Patients; 
situated in the City of Lincoln, close to ‘the Cathedral.—For 
terms apply to Dr. Russe... 








BOILING WATER OR MILE. 


EPPS’S 


GRATEFUL—COMFORTING. 


COCOA 


BREAKFAST OR SUPPER. 


DINNEFORD’S MAGNESIA 


The best Remedy for 


ACIDITY of the STOMACH, HEARTBURN, HEAD 
ACHE, GOUT and INDIGESTION, 


And safest Aperient for Delicate Constitutions, Ladies, 
Children, and Infants. 


DINNEFORD’S MAGNESIA. 


f be? TOWER FURNISHING COMPANY 
(Limited) Supply Goods on Hire direct from manu- 
facturers; one, two or three years’ credit, without security. 

Purchasers have the choice of 100 wholesale houses. Call 

.—Address, SzcreTfry, 43, Great 








or write for game 


Tower-street, 





yoo TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION, 

wisi oining Baker-street Eatin). —The late COUNT 
VON MOLTKE. Over 400 Lifelike and Realistic Portraits. 
History of Costume, Costly Uniforms and Dresses. Gran’ 
Promenade. A unique collection of the most terrible instru- 
ments of torture from the Bastille and princi; sae in 
France. Relics of Na: aura ~ Music all — 


sion 1s., children 
0d. extrs rooms, @d. “Open 


10 til 10.— 
Station. 








